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RAILROADS AND TRAFFIC BUREAUS 


The Atlantic Coast Line recently raised the ques- 
tion as to why railroads should support chambers of 
commerce with traffic bureaus that seek to reduce 
freight rates and assist their members in presenting 
claims against the railroads. These. bureaus, the rail- 
road points out, “are usually paid, in whole or in part, 
from funds derived from the dues paid by members of 
the organization. The result is to make the railroads 
who are members contribute directly to the support of 
an effort to reduce their revenues.” 

Though this position may seem somewhat narrow, 
there is undoubtedly something in it. Of course, in 
theory, traffic men and traffic bureaus seek only justice 
and righteous adjustment of claims and freight rate 
structures. To such endeavors the railroads ought not to 
be opposed and, though contributing to the support of 
a chamber of commerce traffic bureau might seem, ‘at 
first glance, to be helping something opposed to the 
railroad interest, in the long run and generally speaking 
that would ngt be true if traffic bureaus were always 
guided by*wisdom and fairness. 

But everybody knows that there are traffic bureaus 
and traffic bureaus, just as there are industrial traffic 
men and industrial traffic men. Many traffic managers 
for individual industries seek only the immediate advan- 
tage of the industries that employ them, knowing noth- 
nig or caring nothing as to broader problems and caring 
still less about the welfare of the carriers. To be sure, 
this is short-sighted, but most men are so. The manager 
of the traffic bureau of a chamber of commerce, or even 
the chamber that employs him, is frequently no better. 
While not seeking, perhaps, advantage from a specific 
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freight rate, he does seek, under instructions from or 
with the knowledge of his employers, the advantage of 
his community without regard for other communities 
and with still less regard for the welfare of the railroads. 
A brilliant example of this is to be seen in chamber of 
commerce support of the government barge line and 
inland waterway development generally in regions where 
shippers may hope to profit by this subsidized transpor- 
tation competition, regardless of the injustice to the 
railroads and to shippers in other regions who—theoret- 
ically, at least—must pay higher rail rates in order that 
those who can use the water lines may enjoy that 
privilege. 

We should say to a railroad that is confronted by 
this situation in a chamber of commerce to which it be- 
longs that it ought to use its influence to induce right 
courses of action, instead of sitting supinely by and 
letting the chamber do as it pleases, fearing that protest 
may antagonize shippers. Failing to accomplish what 
it considers fair dealing in transportation matters on the 
part of the chamber, the railroad then has the choice of 
resigning from a body that is not fair to it, or continuing 
its membership because it thinks the chamber is worthy 
of support in other respects, though, perhaps, not wise 
or fair in its transportation policies. There is no law 
compelling a railroad or a railroad man to join or con- 
tinue to belong to a chamber of commerce or to compel 
the railroads thus to “contribute directly to the support 
of an effort to reduce their revenues.” Perhaps if more 
of them recognized the fact that they have voices and 
could use them they would not be so much armoyed by 
the policies of chambers of commerce, which desire and 
need railroad support. 


MOTOR VEHICLE REGULATION 

“While the regulation of all public transportation 
agencies in the interest of the public is necessary and 
sound, we have been thinking and acting in terms of 
restrictive regulation too long,” says Thomas H. Mac- 
Donald, chief of the bureau of public roads of the U. S. 
Department of Agriculture, discussing, in a recent bul- 
letin, federal highway laws and regulations. “It is time 
to think in terms of constructive regulation, and to do 
this it is necessary to evaluate all the facts. The 
demand for laws regulating the interstate motor vehicle 
operations on the highways not only comes from those 
in control of other types of transport than motor 
vehicle, but from the operators of motor transport them- 
selves. But the object in both cases is to limit and 
control competition:” 
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Pointing out the difference between a railroad and 
motor vehicle, and that both steam and electric railways 
will become extensive users of the motor truck and 
moter bus, he suggests that, before any federal legis- 
lation is enacted regulating the interstate motor vehicle 
operations on the highways, three questions be carefully 
considered : 








1—Is competition between the different forms of transportation, 
for one of which the public is furnishing the roadway facilities, 
a proper cause for restriction through legislation? 

2—Is it acceptable public policy to grant through such legisla- 
tion franchises to all those now operating, but to reserve the right 
to grant franchises to those who seek to establish a new service? 

3—Has there been sufficient study and investigation by experts 
in highway transport to justify projecting the Federal Government 
into essentially local problems? 







“The only inquiry into the development and opera- 
tion of commerce, particularly interstate commerce, over 
the highways,” he says, “was the series of hearings con- 
ducted by a member of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, to which the railroads were made respondents. 
On the evidence thus secured, certain recommendations 
as to federal common carrier legislation were made. 
Prior to these hearings a bill had been introduced and 
hearings were held by the Senate committee on inter- 
state commerce. These original proposals were not 
based on any inquiry and were plainly proposed to 
limit the competition of the commercial motor vehicle 
with the railroads and with existing motor transport 
operations. 

“Based on the recommendations of the Commission 
after the inquiry, new legislation was introduced at the 
last session of Congress and is now pending before the 
House committee on interstate commerce. The new 
proposals are materially different from the original bills. 

“It is reasonable to believe that a further and much 
broader study should be made before restrictive legisla- 
tion is made effective. Before experimenting with 
federal legislation in this field, serious thought should 
be given to the economic soundness of the course to 
be followed. It can not correctly be assumed that high- 
way and railway regulations run parallel.” 

It seems to us that many of those who discuss on 
the negative side the proposal to regulate motor vehicles 
in interstate commerce use strange courses of reasoning. 
In the first place, the principle of such regulation has 
been decided in the affirmative by most of the states 
without serious objection, and we do not know why 
meat should be made of one and fish of the other. In 
the second place, most of those who argue against inter- 

‘state regulation do so largely on the ground that we 
have too much restrictive legislation now. That is one 
of Mr. MacDonald’s points. If it be the position that 
there is too much regulation and that some of it ought 
to be removed with respect to the railroads, that is one 
question, and there is much to be said in favor of the 
proposal. But when it comes to leaving regulation on 
the railroads and failing to impose it on their competi- 
tors, the motor vehicles, that is quite another matter. 
To put the proposition on broader grounds—if there is 
inherent good in public regulation of one form of trans- 
portation, why should not the same good be found in 
the regulation of another and competing form? 

The fact that the railroads are becoming large users 
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of motor vehicles is not, in our opinion, a reason for 
not regulating them, as Mr. MacDonald seems to argue, 
but rather the contrary. Shall we have the railroads 
regulated as to their rails and not as to their motor 
vehicles? Shall the railroads be permitted, without 
charge and without supervision, to use the highways, 
provided by the taxpayers, for the transport of goods 
and passengers either in interstate or intrastate com- 
merce? To put the question thus presents, we fancy, 
altogether a different aspect to some of those who object 
to regulation of the motor vehicle, for the reason that 
regulation might cut down some of the competitive 
advantage, but who would yell with agony were any 
such favors to be extended to the railroads. And they 
would be right in the latter position, though they are 
not right in the former. 

We should say, in answer to the first of Mr. Mac- 
Donald’s three questions, that competition between dif- 
ferent forms of transportation, for one of which the 
public is furnishing the roadway facilities, though not 
the only cause for restriction through legislation, is cer- 
tainly a cause. And, by the way, we do not think the 
public ought to furnish the roadway facilities for either 
the one or the other form of transportation. The trans- 
portation agency should either furnish its own roadway 
or repay the taxpayers for the outlay they have made 
in furnishing it. 

As to the second question, it is one to be worked 
out after the principle of regulation of motor vehicles 
in interstate commerce has been established. It is impor- 
tant, but not fundamental. 

In the third question Mr. MacDonald expresses 
doubt as to whether there has been sufficient study and 
investigation of the problem and suggests further and 
broader study before there is legislation. He may not 
like the result of the investigation made by the Com- 
mission or think it was the proper body to have made 
it, but it would be difficult to imagine a more thorough 
investigation than the one that was made. The Com- 
mission held hearings over the entire country and if any 
interest that had any thought on the subject was not 
heard, it was its own fault. One who opposes a certain 
course is always suggesting additional investigation, 
though the record may be burdened with more than 
sufficient facts on which to base conclusions. 


NEW EXPRESS ARRANGEMENT 


The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


The railroads, in Finance No. 7316, in the matter of the 
future conduct of the express business, have disclosed their 
plans in that respect to the extent necessary for the agents 
who have been arranging for their taking over of the express 
business to apply to the Commission for permission under 
paragraph 1 of section 5 of the interstate commerce act, to 
enter into a pooling arrangement or division of earnings from 
the express business. 

The application has been signed by William B. Storey, 
Wallace W. Atterbury, Patrick E. Crowley and Carl R. Gray, 
as agents for the participating railroads, and by Railway Ex- 
press Agency, Inc., the Delaware corporation, which, if the 
plan goes through, will take over the properties of the Amer- 
ican Railway Express Company on March 1, next. 

As disclosed by the exhibits attached to the application, 
the railroads propose taking over the express properties of the 
existing express company, having a book value of $27,256,337 
as of December 31, 1927. The new corporation is capitalized 
with 1,000 shares of stock for which the participating railroads 
are to pay $100 per share. The stock is to be apportioned 
among the participating railroads in accordance with the per- 
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centage of express business done under the uniform contract 
that now exists between them and the American Railway Ex- 
press Company. Holdings of stock are limited to the railrodds 
which are members of the Association of Railway Executives. 
The railroads, members of that organization, according to the 
documents submitted by the agents of the participating. rail- 
roads, perform about 98 per cent of the express business. That 
plan of distribution of stock gives the New York Central 144 
shares; the Pennsylvania, 126; the Santa Fe, 46; the Southern 
Pacific, 45; the New Haven, 44; the Baltimore & Ohio, 39; 


\ Chicago & North Western, 33; Illinois Central, 29; Burlington, 


27; Milwaukee, 26; Erie and Union Pacific, 25 each; Boston & 
Maine, 23; Rock Island, 22; Louisville & Nashville, Missouri 
Pacific and Atlantic Coast Line, 20 each; Seaboard, 16; Great 
Northern, 15; St. Louis-San Francisco, and Lackawanna, 14 
each; Reading, Wabash, M.-K.-T., and Northern Pacific, 12 
each; Central of New Jersey, 11; Chesapeake & Ohio and Le- 
high Valley, 10 each; Norfolk & Western, 9; Pere Marquette, 
R. F. & P., and Texas & Pacific, 7 each; Canadian Nationaé, 
Central of Georgia, Soo Line, Florida East Coast and Chicago 
& Alton, 6 each; Denver & Rio Grande Western, C. & E. IL, 
Delaware & Hudson, and Maine Central, 5 each; Nickel Plate, 
N. C. & St. L., St. L.-S. W., and Chicago Great Western, 4 each; 
Colorado & Southern, C. I. & L., and Kansas City Southern, 3 
each; Western Pacific, Atlanta & West Point, New York, On- 
tario & Western, and Minneapolis & St. Louis, 2 each, and one 
share each to 32 other railroads, composing the Association of 
Railway Executives. — 

The stock of the new company is not to be transferable 
except to the successor company of a present holder, or to the 
new company itself. The scheme of stock ownership is predi- 
cated upon the conclusion that the properties to be acquired 
by the new express company should be paid for with borrowed 
money, and be represented by bonds, debentures or notes of 
the new company, and that the capital stock should not repre- 
sent any substantial equity in the property but merely the vot- 
ing rights. The applicants declare that the distribution of the 
stock will not affect the distribution of earnings from the ex- 
press business. Earnings will be distributed, according to the 
plan, under and in accordance with a new operating contract, 
rather than as dividends. 

The new company is to have a board of 15 directors, ‘nomi- 
nated in groups and voted upon by the railroads in each group. 
The directors need not be stockholders. Directors are to be 
elected at the annual meetings, and each is to be elected to 
serve until his successor shall be elected and qualified. The 
board of directors is to elect the usual complement of officers. 

The reason for applying to the Commission for permission 
to. pool and divide earnings, according to the application, is to 
be found in the Commission’s report in Ex Parte No. 76, Ex- 
press Contract, 1920, 59 I. C. C. 518. In that. report, issued on 
the uniform express contract, into which the railroads were 
entering with the then new American Express Company, the 
Commission said that a pooling arrangement was proposed, 
within the meaning of paragraph 1 of section 5. It authorized 
that pooling arrangement. Inasmuch as the new company is 
to operate substantially the same as the present company, the 
agents providing for this transfer of the express business from 
the American Railway Express Company to the new agency 
deemed it necessary to file this application for approval of the 
pooling ,arrangement. 

The plan of the agents of the participating railroads de- 
nominates the new express company a “railroad-owned joint 
facility of the participating railroads.” The agency is to op- 
erate under an operating agreement which is substantially the 
same as that now in existence between the American Railway 
Express Company and the railroads. 


CONSOLIDATION LEGISLATION 


The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


A railroad consolidation bill (S. 5029) identical with the 
Parker consolidation bill (H. R. 12620) that was reported by 
the House committee on interstate and foreign commerce at 
the last session of Congress, except for some changes relating 
to securities, was introduced in the Senate December 19 by 
Senator Fess, of Ohio, as chairman of the sub-committee on 
consolidation legislation of the Senate interstate commerce com- 
mittee. The other members of the sub-committee are Senator 
Sackett, of Kentucky, and Senator Smith, of South Carolina. 


It is planned to have the bill considered by the whole committee ~ 


after the holidays. 

If the bill should be approved by the committee and be 
taken up later in the Senate, there would be a good chance for 
enactment of a consolidation bill at this session of Congress, 
because it is believed that the Parker bill will pass in the House 
if it is brought up for consideration. 

The bill introduced by Senator Fess, an examination of the 
original document in the clerk’s office of the Senate disclosed, 
was made up by pasting sheets of the Parker bill on blank 
pages and by inserting a change in language or omitting lan- 
guage here and there. 
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The general declaration with respect to “Authority fy 
Unifications,” contained in paragraph (1) of section 202 of 
Parker bill, is not disturbed in the Fess sub-committtee bil], 

Paragraph (2) of section 202 of the Parker bill is revised 
in the Fess bill to meet the criticism made by railway exegy. 
tives of that paragraph in the recent hearing before the House 
committee on interstate and foreign commerce. (See Trafi, 
World, December 8, p. 1326.) In fact, the only changes mage 
in the Parker bill are those relating to matters discussed py 
the executives before the House committee and later with Senato; 
Fess. 

The change in paragraph (2) of section 202 of the Parker 
bill, as carried in the Fess bill, is inclusion of language ty 
the effect that the declaration that it shall be unlawful for any 
carrier to consolidate, etc., or acquire stock, etc., without ap. 
proval of the Commission in connection with a unification Plan, 
shall not be held to prohibit acquisition of stock of one carrier 
by another carrier under state laws, short of control, but such 
shares shall not be voted on any question relating to unification 
without approval of the Commission. The railway -executives 
took the position before the House committee that paragraph 
(2) of section 202 ofthe Parker bill would prevent one carrier 
from acquiring stock of another carrier, short of control, unless 
in furtherance of unification and with the approval of the Com. 
mission. co: 2 

Paragraph (2) of section 205 of the Parker bill is omitted 
from the Fess bill. This relates to disposition of securities by 
a carrier in cases where the Commission would disapprove of 
their acquisition. Alfred P. Thom, general counsel of the Assgo- 
ciation of Railway Executives, before the House committee, 
asked that this paragraph be eliminated. 

Paragraph (3) of section 208 of the Parker bill, involving 
rights of bondholders in unification cases, is amended in the Fess 
bill to place responsibility on the trustee in a mortgage, under 
which bondholders have voting rights, to file a certificate show- 
ing that the holders of a majority of such bonds dissent from the 
proposed unification plan, where such is the case. This change 
was suggested by Mr. Thom before the House committee. 

The only other changes made in the Parker bill are elimina- 
tion in several places of reference to paragraph (2) of section 
205, because in the Fess bill that section, as heretofore set forth, 


- is eliminated. 


Senator Fess plans to submit to the whole committee, after 
the holidays, a report from his sub-committee on the consoli- 
dation bill. 


RULE FOR REPARATION 


The Commission, on petition of the complainants and in- 
terveners, in No. 15841, William Kelly Milling Company vs. 
Santa Fe, and nineteen sub-numbers thereunder, Nos. 16665, 
Southwestern Lumbermen’s Association et al. vs. Arkansas 
Valley Interurban et al., and a sub-number, and No. 16987, Fos- 
ter Lumber Company vs. Santa Fe et al., has reopened those 
cases for reconsideration on the record as made on the ques- 
tion of reparation prior to August 4, 1925. 

The petition upon which the Commission acted is an un- 
qualified attack upon the rule which the Commission has been 
invoking in general readjustment cases, involving both increases 
and reductions, as reason for denying reparation. In these 
cases it denied reparation on account of unreasonable rates on 
coal from points in Colorado to destinations in Kansas and Ne- 
braska. The complainants and interveners in their petition 
contended that the general readjustment rule was invoked im- 
properly because important exceptions to that rule were disre- 
garded. They said that denial of reparation because of deci- 
sions made sixteen to twenty years ago was unjustified in view 
of recent decisions condemning as unreasonable the identical 
rates assailed in the instant complaints. They said that divi- 
sion 4, which made the decision, denied reparation for the 
reason, among others, that reparation was not sought in what 
is known as the Coal Operators’ Case, 98 I. C. C. 377, by parties 
who sold shipments f..o0. b. mines. The petitioners pointed out 
that such complainants had no right of reparation because they 
were not damaged. 


As reasen for the Commission reversing itself in these 
cases the complainants and interveners pointed out that in 
Meeker & Co. vs. C. R. R. Co. of N. J., 57 I. C. C. 414, the 
Commission pointed out that the fact that “certain shipments 
may have moved at rates which were subsequently increased 
cannot be considered as mitigating damages due to the collec- 
tion of unreasonable rates upon other shipments or different 
commodities. The right of a shipper to recover damages ac- 
crues when he pays an unreasonable rate and the law does not 
inquire into later events. Southern Pacific vs. Darnell Taenzer 
Company, 245 U. S. 531.” 

A perusal of the report in the Coal Operators’ Case, the 
petition said, showed that the Commission did not authorize 
a single advance in the rates to Kansas and Nebraska stations 
to which specific maximum reasonable rates were prescribed. 
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Current Topics 


in Washington 


Increment in Land Values.—Anyone desiring to fortify his 
impression that government is a necessary evil may do so by 
reading Commissioner Eastman’s dissent in the Chicago Junc- 
tion case. It is his thought that the Commission should set 
about, right away, taking out of railroad valuation the increment 
in values of land, if and when measured by the market prices 
of adjoining lands. Many, it is believed, agree with him that 
that should be done. They can see no reason why a railroad 
that paid $100 an acre for land should now be allowed to count 
that land as worth $10,000 an acre. The only reason for the 
higher valuation obvious to such is that adjoining land is held 
at $10,000 and that some of it has been sold at that price. But 
there is a reason for holding it at $10,000 that is not on the 
surface. Every state and municipal government has set the 
land down for taxation at the same price an acre as the adjoin- 
ing land, and sometimes for more. Thereby the government 
itself has furnished a reason for the railroad insisting that its 
land for which it paid $100 an acre is worth $10,000. Being 
worth $10,000, the railroad is entitled to a return as if it had 
invested $10,000 an acre in land. If the government had started 
right it would never have appraised the land at more than was 
spent for it when it was devoted to the public use. Commis- 
sioner Eastman, it might be pointed out, said that, as things 
are run now, the land is appraised as if it were being bought 
anew every year, improvidently. The government levies its 
taxes that way. Rates must be kept high enough to pay oper- 
ating expenses, taxes, and a return to the men who furnished 
the money. Under the present system of taxing the railroad 
property of the country, the more diligent the taxpayers are 
in making the land around a railroad Valuable, the higher they 
are forcing the rates. If taxes were levied on the lands of the 
railroads on a value equal to the cost when acquired, the chances 
are that many railroads would enter the excess earnings’ class. 
How great a factor in a rate the taxes levied on a railroad 
may be is suggested by the Commission’s report to the Senate 
in which it makes a comparison between the rates on grain and 
live stock in the United States, on the one hand, and the rates 
The Commission said that, in 1924, the 
Great Northern, at the Canadian tax rate, a mile, could have 
reduced substantially all its rates on all commodities and still 
preserved its then net revenues. In the same report the Com- 
mission sets forth the conclusion that, if the United States rail- 
roads had been on the Canadian tax basis and on the Canadian 
subsidy, the Class I railroads, from 1923 to 1927, could have 
carried free all the grain, flour, meal and live stock and had 
left $403,332,826 more revenue than they actually received. That 
gives, or should give, the average American some idea of the 
high cost of his government. 
just as much, but the Canadian, when he looks at the rates his 
railroads charge for carrying grain, flour, meal and live stock, 
thinks how much more fortunate he is than the fellow just 
south of the line between the two countries. Also, he may 
chuckle over the fact that he does not tax his railroads as 
much a mile, because, in 1926, he “soaked” his railroads only 
$267 a mile, while his long-legged cousin south of the line took 
$1,591 a mile from his railroads. The fact, of course, is that 
American tax officials often have gloried, for the benefit of their 
non-understanding constituents, in the way they have made the 
“rich” railroads bear the burdens of the poor. That was political 
“punk.” The rich do not pay taxes in greater measure than 
the poor. The chances are that they do not pay as much in 
proportion. They pass it on. That may be one reason why 
they are rich. The railroads, seemingly, have not been able to 
do as much passing on as others called rich, else they would 
be making more money. The chances are that, if state, county 
and municipal governments were willing to reduce taxes on 
railroad lands to the basis of original cost, the railroads would 
be glad to make adjustments downward in their rates. It is 
true that, so long as rates are based on increased land values, 
because the increased values are taxed, there is a possibility of 
the railroads making two profits on such of their lands as they 
are able to sell—that is, the profit on the increased value that 
there may be in their rates, if any, and the profit from lands 
sold because no longer needed for railroad purposes. But, as 
a rule, when a railroad proposes to abandon any part of its 
land, the community wails because it means that the community 
will not have railroad service. In such instances the railroad 
company seldom, if ever, makes‘one profit on its land. 








_ Bills of Lading Becoming Good Bank Paper.—Notwithstand- 
ing the fact that, every now and then, a shipper is accused of 
passing fraudulent bills of lading on banks, the amount of such 
counterfeit paper that gets out is surprisingly small. Indict- 
ments accusing a shipper of violating some other part of the 
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law are more common. In a false bills of lading case arising 
in the Pacific northwest a year or more ago, two of the trans- 
continental lines were the victims. They had to pay because 
their agents gave genuine bills of lading, signed in blank to a 
shipper who never shipped the commodities purporting to have 
been shipped. Usually, however, a bank is the victim, and it 
is “bad medicine” to fool a bank. It deems it a duty to prose- 
cute the erring one, regardless of whether it has or has not lost 
money, merely to make an example. Section 41, of the so-called 
Pomerene bills of lading law, defining the things that are for- 
bidden to be done with pieces of paper looking like bills of 
lading, is one of the most inclusive bits of legislation on the 
statute books. It is largely the work of the late Francis B. 
James, who was a classmate of Atlee Pomerene at law school. 
James got Pomerene, when the latter became a senator, to 
introduce the bills of lading legislation and keep urging it until 
it became law. Then James helped fight in the courts, so that 
when it passed that ordeal, it had plenty of sharp teeth. 





Help, Help, for Hoover Simplification.—Herbert Hoover will 
be warranted, when he completes his hot tamale trip, to turn 
to Senator Shortridge, lapse into Latin, and exclaim, “Et tu, 
Shorte!” The senator, a Californian, even as is Hoover, is pro- 
posing to break down the Hoover idol of simplification and 
uniformity. By means of a bill introduced by him (S. 4909) 
he proposes that there shall be an aviation flag, to fly which 
any and all American-owned airplanes shall have the right. 
Another flag means that makers of flags will have to increase 
the number and sizes of the flags they carry in stock. The 
Hoover idea, preached by the Department of Commerce all the 
years Hoover was the head of it, is that the fewer the designs, 
sizes and styles of commodities there are, the better off American 
citizens will be. Why an American airplane should not fly the 
ordinary flag of its country does not appear. But the Shortridge 
bill would provide for an aviation flag with a sky-blue field 
through which an American eagle is flying carrying in its 
talons an airplane propeller and an olive branch, the eagle 
being bronze colored, perhaps in honor of the American Indian. 
Bearing on its breast the eagle would have the American shield 
in red, white and blue. The propeller and palm branch would 
be in gold. Beneath the eagle would be two gold palms spring- 
ing from which would be a wreath encircling the whole design. 
Below the talons would be two five-pointed stars, one purple 
and the other blue. Above the eagle’s head, which would be 
turned to the left, would be a white five-pointed star, the whole 
giving Joseph’s coat ,a respectable competition. Perhaps an 
airplane flag is needed to enable beholders to differentiate the 
plane from a battle ship or a wheelbarrow. At present there 
are revenue flags, flags for yachts, flags for various sorts of 
generals, admirals, secretaries, assistant secretaries, health offi- 
cers, cavalry, infantry, artillery, the doctors, cooks, chaplains, 
and other grades of employes of the United States. Therefore, it 
is suggested, aviation also needs a flag. 





Lisbon Road Report.—lIt is thought that the Pittsburgh, 
Lisbon, and Western will appeal from the decision of division 4 
to the whole Commission. The decision denies to that carrier 
the authority to ‘build a needed line from the Ohio River to the 
Youngstown district, for the present, on the ground that the 
facilities of the existing trunk lines should be used in creating 
the desired rail and barge route, and that, even if the Lisbon 
road were found necessary to accomplish that purpose, the Pitts- 
burgh Coal Company should not be permitted to own it. BExclu- 
sion of the coal company is taken to mean, by those who know 
of the mulling over the commodities clause that has gone on in 
the Commission and the Department of Justice, that the Commis- 
sion, in so far as division 4 can commit it, will set its face against 
the ownership of railroads by industries that are large users 
of such roads. No statute forbids an industry having an interest, 
100 or any other per cent, in a railroad that transports its com- 
modities. The commodities clause does forbid a railroad having 
an interest in the commodities it transports, products of forests 
excepted. For several years, attorneys interested in giving the 
Commission definite power to forbid industry ownership of rail- 
roads, have been thinking of ways to persuade the courts that 
the.commodities clause can be turned around so as to forbid an 
industry to have an interest in the railroad that transports its 
commodities. Nothing public, however, has yet come of the 
thoughts on that point, nor has Congress legislated. In the indus- 
trial and tap line cases the Commission went far to break up 
industry interest in railroads. The courts approved what they 
did. Now, in: connection with an application for a certificate 
and convenience and necessity, the Commission has written its 
views on that phase of railroad construction and ownership into 
the case. law.on the subject. The statutes show nothing on the 
subject of whose dollars shall: be used in constructing lines the 
business of the country seems to demand. 





Senators Fussy About Honors.—Senators of today’s breed 
are a modest lot—if one is not impressed with the desirability 
of accuracy. Senator Watson, of Indiana, chairman of the inter- 
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state commerce committee, is a candidate for the leadership of 
his party to fill the vacancy caused by the election of Senator 
Curtis to the vice-presidency. The retiring (7) character of his 
colleagues has forced Senator Jones, of Washington, who is 
senior to Watson, to step aside. Jones stepped aside because he 
preferred to keep his chairmanship. His modest colleagues put 
that alternative before him. They are trying to do the same 
thing with Watson. They tried to make the late Senator Cum- 
mins give up the chairmanship of the interstate commerce com- 
mittee when he was made president pro tempore, just to show 
how self-effacing they were. If Watson is forced to give up his 
chairmanship so as to take the leadership, seniority will bring 
Senator Couzens, of Michigan, to that place unless the self-effac- 
ing senators of today take a notion to bring in a rule that the 
members of the committee should decide the chairmanship in- 
stead of the unwritten rule that he who has served longest 
should be placed at the head of the committee table. No such 
proposition has been made. However, no one who has been fol- 
lowing developments since the craze for the primary system of 
choosing leaders came in would be surprised were the proposal 
made to elect a chairman regardless of seniority. There are 
probably several senators who can think of men they like better 
than Watson. It is, however, a certainty that seniority among 
senators has been a fairly good rule. It has tended to keep at 
a minimum confusion naturally incident to political management. 
In the old days, seniority meant that a man who had ability 
enough to get himself elected time after time, in the nature of 
things, would be promoted to a chairmanship, which meant 
leadership in that particular line or work and, ultimately, leader- 
ship of his party in all work, without his having to give up his 
chairmanship. The thought now seems to be that honors must 
be parcelled out so meticulously that the rawest of senators may 
be called leader, even if he has no qualifications, by experience 
in long service. Leadership by election, apparently, is an asset 
in a primary, hence the determination to make the leader of the 
party ineligible to hold a chairmanship. In other words, the 
form of the thing will help the inexperienced to sing to his 
constituents Jack Horner’s plum song—and cash in on the 
singing.—A. E. H. 


LAKE CARGO COAL 


The Pittsburgh Operators’ Lake Rate Committee has asked 
the Commission to suspend the provisions in the tariffs of north- 
ern lines providing for the cancellation, December 31, of the 
notes in their tariffs under which refunds of 20 cents per ton 
have been made on coal shipped beyond Port Huron, Mich., and 
Sarnia, Can. Cancellation of the notes in the tariffs would bring 
about a 20-cent increase in the lake cargo coal rates from the 
northern lines. Tariffs of southern carriers are not covered by 
this protest. The Pittsburgh operators are interested, at this 
time, only in the rates proposed by the lines serving them. 


That protest and petition for suspension, signed by August 
G. Gutheim and A. B. McElvany, is the first move in the fight 
the northern operators are expected to undertake for the pres- 
ervation of the differential of 45 cents per ton which the Com- 
mission sought to establish as between the northern and southern 
controlling groups, by its second decision in Lake Cargo Coal 
Rates, 1925, 126 I. C. C. 309. 


Another way of stating the same thing is that it is the 
first step to prevent the establishment of a differential of 35 
cents, proposed by the carriers, after the federal court for the 
southern’ district of West Virginia, in equity No. 2185, Anchor 
Coal Co. et al. vs. United States et al., had enjoined the order 
of the Commission forbidding the reduction in rates proposed 
by the southern carriers. The latter, by the tariffs condemned 
by the Commission and kept alive by the injunction, undertook 
to restore the old differential of 25 cents per ton. 

The Pittsburgh operators, in support of their protest, said 
the proposed rates would be unduly prejudicial against them 
and the Ohio district operators in view of the fact that the 
Commission, in Lake Cargo Coal Rates, 1925, 126 I. C. C. 309, and 
in Lake Cargo Coal, 139 I. C. C. 367, approved and established 
a spread of 45 cents. 

To show that they are not in any way transgressing any 
understanding that anyone may have as to the compromise 
of 35 cents, the Pittsburgh operators point out that in a tele- 
gram they sent to the presidents of the Pennsylvania, the New 
York Central and the Baltimore & Ohio, on April 18, 1928, imme- 
diately after the Supreme Cuort of the United States had refused 
to stay the injunction of the, federal court in the Anchor case, 
which is now in that court on appeal, they said “we will not 
oppose such rate adjustment as may be necessary to preserve 
the differentials fixed by the Commission upon ultimate deter- 
mination of case by Supreme Court.” They sent that in connec- 
tion with a request that the presidents of the northern lines 
reduce their rates to $1.26 from Pittsburgh, to meet the $1.71 
rate from the Kenova district which the district court’s injunc- 
tion had kept alive. 

The protestants alleged that the rates against which they 
were protesting and the rate relationship violative of that found 
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by the Commission to be proper, were the result of volun 
action by the northern carriers, notwithstanding that they Were 
put upon notice so early as April 18 that protest against any 
change not necessary to preserve the 45-cent spread would be 
protested. 

The protesting operators allege, upon information and belie 
that the proposed rates were filed as a result of an understang 
ing between the northern and southern lines that they wou, 
make a spread of 35 cents, from the controlling districts. They 
alleged that the agreement and the publication of the rates wen 
unlawful because violative of the relationship established jp 
126 I. C. C. 309. They added that the 35-cent spread relationship 
was sought to be made effective notwithstanding the decision of 
the Commission and regardless of the ultimate decision in the 
matter in the Supreme Court. They suggested an investigatioy 
into the understanding and agreement to establish a spread of 
35 cents instead of one of 45 cents. 

Additional requests for the suspension of the lake cargo 
coal rates of the northern lines have been filed by the Easterp 
Ohio Coal Operators’ Association et al. and W. J. Rainey, Inc, 
The Ohioans said the proposed rates would be unreasonable, 
The Rainey petition backed that of the Pittsburgh operators 
and referred for reasons for suspension to a petition on the 
subject filed at the time the tariffs in question were sent to the 
Commission. 


LIVESTOCK PROPORTIONALS 


Western carriers, in a sixth section application filed by 
E. B. Boyd, their tariff publishing agent, propose to get rid of 
the Jones combination rule and the, to them, irritating Sligo 
rule principle, by publishing proportionals, on livestock, to the 
Mississippi River crossings and Chicago, to be used in making 
combinations to the east. The western lines, in an effort to 
get rid of the rule and the principle, calculated the average 
shrink, below their locals to the rate-breaking points, and pro- 
posed making proportionals accordingly; that is, they will re- 
duce their locals by the average of the shrink and propose to 
publish the remainders as proportionals to be applied- on live- 
stock to the east. 

This effort is an outcome of the Commission’s decision in 
No. 16746, Independent Slaughterers’ Traffic Association vs New 
York Central et al., 144 I. C. C. 731, familiarly known as the 
eastern livestock case. The Commission, in that case, required 
reductions in livestock rates from Chicago, Peoria and Missis- 
sippi River crossings to eastern points, effective December 1. 
The eastern factors were published, effective on the specified 
date, without any reference being made therein to the Jones 
combination rule, so that wherever there was a reference to 
the combination rule in the tariffs of western carriers, the 
principle of the Sligo case would require them to stand the 
entire shrink. 

The western carriers, in their attempt to comply with the 
decision of the Commission, filed tariffs saying that the combi- 
nation rule would apply only when all the tariffs carrying fac- 
tors of the combination made reference to the combination 
rule. Their tariffs were suspended in I. and S. No. 3199. The 
Commission, in the Sligo case, held that when one of the tariffs 
used in a combination contained the combination rule its pub- 
lication was a holding out by the carrier that it would trans- 
port on a rate made by the use of the combination rule. 

When their tariffs were suspended the western lines cast 
about for a method of meeting the situation. Their decision is 
to publish proportionals made in the manner indicated, as sub- 
stitutes for the suspended tariffs, which they have asked per- 
mission to cancel. Deductions to be made from the locals to 
= rate-breaking points, which have been averaged, are as 
ollows: 


To Mississippi River Crossings Hogs, Hogs, Sheep, 
From Cattle Ss. D. D. D. D. D. 
RIE, cnet, wild gcosg a  cie'n tho oa Ole bee a 4 4y 414 4 
SEE D4 Ads ceVses cig er ecodeiiceseed 3 3% 3% 4 
INS 46 Se sinieos¢.obaw es sumdedwads 3 3 3% 4 
EE olen nidic orn 640 0 -9hdie sie Sted 3 3 3% 4 
are eee 1% 1% 1% 2 
PT SEAS ce dols cl oslo 6 esaws beeeas ee 1 bee ad 1% 
I ah ia lenis duds oincre.s cide wo 1 rats 1% 
To Chicago From 
CO aa 5 ey ae 2 2 2 3 
Wisconsin North of G. B. & W.... 2 2 2 3 
Wisconsin South of G. B. & W.... 1 1 1 1% 


HOLIDAY CLOSING 

Under executive order of the President, the offices of the 
Commission, the Shipping Board, and other government depart- 
ments will be closed Monday, December 24. Usually a half 
holiday is granted before Christmas, but, in view of the fact 
that Christmas this year falls on Tuesday, the executive order 
provides for closing for the day. Congress will be in recess 
from December 22 to January 3. 


THOM CALLS ON COOLIDGE 
Alfred P. Thom, general counsel of the Association of Rail- 
way Executives, called on President Coolidge December 19. 
The object of the visit was not disclosed. 
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CAR DISTRIBUTION DAMAGE 


In a report on further hearing in No. 11446, Northern West 
Virginia Coal Operators’ Association vs. Pennsylvania, Director- 
General, as agent, et al., written by Commissioner McManamy, 
reparation has been awarded to claimants, amounting to some- 
thing more than $38,000 on account of the undue prejudice found, 
in prior reports, 60 I. C. C. 569, and 109 I. C. C. 604, to have 
existed in the distribution of cars for unloading coal at mines 
in northern West Virginia. The claimants receiving awards 
and the amounts thereof are: 


South Pittsburgh Coal Co., $2,953.89; Delmar Coal Co., $1,043.68; 
Consumers Coal Co. (now Bertha-Consumers Co.), $25,963.35; Mo- 
nongalia Coal Co. (now Brady-Warner Coal Corp.), $3,479.20; New Eng- 
jand Fuel & Transportation Co., $1,127.82; and Francois Coal Co. 
(John A. McNichol, receiver), $4,000.09. 


The awards bear interest at the rate of 6 per cent from 
March 1, 1920. 

In the second report in this case, 109 I. C. C. 604, the Com- 
mission found that the practices of the Director-General, between 
July 1, 1919, and March 1, 1920, excluding November, 1919, in 
the distribution of coal cars as between the mines of the com- 
plainants’ members on the Monongahela and the Morgantown 
& Wheeling railways, on the one hand, and mines on the Pitts- 
burgh & Lake Erie south of Pittsburgh, and on the Monongahela 
division, Southwest branch, and the Pittsburgh west end division 
of the Pennsylvania, on the other hand, subjected the members 
of the complaining association to undue prejudice to the extent 
that the percentage of cars furnished mines of the complainant’s 
members was less than the percentage of cars, the mines as 
a whole, on all the lines considered in this case, would have 
received had all the system cars placed for coal loading on those 
lines been equally distributed under the car distribution rules 
then in effect. ‘ 

According to the report, the damage claims filed followed 
closely the principles approved in Avella Coal Co. vs. P. & W. 
Va., 77 I. C. C. 731. The claims, the report said, proceeded upon 
the theory, as in that case, that by reason of the defendant’s 
unlawful practices, the claimants suffered loss in two respects, 
namely: Loss of profits on coal that could have been produced 
and sold but for the unlawful practices; and increased cost of 
producing coal that was produced. The aggregate measure of 
damage upon which the claimants relied, the report said, was 
the difference between the sale price of additional coal which 
might have been produced, sold, and shipped but for defendant’s 
unlawful action; and the difference between the actual cost of 
production and the estimated reduced cost of producing the coal 
produced, sold and shipped, due to the diminution in unit cost 
by virtue of an increased output. 

Sixteen members of the association, the report said, filed 
claims aggregating $188,695.55. Seven operated mines on the 
Monongahela and the others on the Morgantown & Wheeling, 
now a part of the Monongahela. The Commission; however, 
was able to find damage only in the sums and for the companies 
hereinbefore mentioned. 

The Director-General contended that oral evidence respect- 
ing the number of cars ordered was not a sufficient foundation 
on which to rest a claim for damages and urged that written 
records should be produced. The claimants said they ordered 
cars by telephone. The Commission said the defendant was 
required to record that information in order to determine the 
distributive share of available cars to be assigned to each mine. 
The complainant obtained a subpcna, duces tecum to obtain 
the record of cars ordered from the Director-General, but in 
response to that subpena, the report said, railroad officials said 
the records had been destroyed. 


“A regulation prescribed by us,” said Mr. McManamy, “re- 
quires the preservation of such records for a period of six years, 
and permits their destruction at the expiration of that period. 
They were, therefore, destroyed long after the filing of this 
cgmplaint.” : 

The Commission said that in view of the fact that the de- 
fendant was required by the rules to maintain a written record 
of cars ordered by each mine, which he failed to preserve and 
produce in rebuttal, and the well-known practice for mines to 
order their full ratings in periods of car shortage, such as pre- 
vailed in 1919 and 1920, it was of the opinion that the damage 
claims were not invalidated by the failure of the claimants to 
maintain written records of cars ordered each day. 

Commissioner Taylor, dissenting, said the basis used in 
arriving at the amount of the damage was too indefinite a 
foundation. He pointed out that the mine operators had not 
followed the rules which required them to keep written records 
of cars ordered by them. He said the majority, in his opinion, 
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placed the burden of proof upon the defendant to show definitely 
that the complainants did not order the number of cars claimed, 
rather than upon the complainants to establish the facts with 
regard thereto by substantial evidence. 


ROUTES ON LIVESTOCK 


Holding that the Missouri Pacific is within its rights in 
seeking to retain the long haul on live stock traffic involved in 
the proceeding, the Commission, by division 3, in I. and S. No. 
3117, elimination of routes on live stock from Texas to central 
and western points, has found justified proposed cancellation of 
certain of the routes now available in connection with joint rates 
applying on live stock from certain points on the St. Louis, 
Brownsville & Mexico to destinations on the Missouri-Kansas- 
Texas and from certain points on the San Antonio, Uvalde & 
Gulf to destinations on the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific, and 
has discontinued the proceeding. The suspension order has been 
vacated as of December 20. 

The Missouri-Kansas-Texas and several shippers protested 
the schedules. The Commission said it was proposed to close 
a route via Sinton, Tex., in connection with the G. H. & S.A.,a 
Southern Pacific system line, and routes via San Antonio, Tex., 
and the M.-K.-T. beyond. It said the I1.-G.. N. had its own rails 
between San Antonio and Fort Worth, Tex., and that the pro- 
posed schedules, should they become effective, would insure 
it the entire haul to Fort Worth and eliminate participation of 
the G. H. & S. A. and of the M.-K.-T., south of Fort Worth. 
The G. H. & S..A. did not make a protest. 

It was pointed out that the present routings had been in 
effect for many years and that when they were established, the 
origin lines and the I.-G. N. were separate and independent cor- 
porations and in that period the St. L. B. & M., and the S. A. U. 
& G. received their maximum haul when they delivered the 
traffic to the I.-G. N. or the M.-K.-T., at Houston or San Antonio. 
The Missouri Pacific system, howéver, the Commission said, 
had recently acquired ownership and control of the St. L. B. & 
M., the S. A. U. & G., and the the I.-G. N., and thereupon had 
undertook to effect various changes in the routing provisions of 
its tariffs in order to utilize its lines to a greater extent. It 
was tetsified, said the report, that the changes would in no way 
restrict the markets now available to the shippers and would 
result in no increased charges unless the shippers chose to 
ship over routes that would deprive the respondent of the long 
haul. A witness for the M.-K.-T. thought there might be in- 
creased charges to shippers in certain instances. The Com- 
mission said there was nothing in the shipper testimony of a 
specific nature to support the view that the operation of the 
schedules would result in any instance in increased transporta- 
tion charges. 

The Commission concluded that it had no power under sec- 
tion 15 of the act to prevent the cancellation of the routes as 
proposed, in the circumstances, and referred to the Ogden Gate- 
way case, 35 I. C. C. 131. It said that in a number of cases 
similar to that here under consideration, “we sustained the car- 
riers in their efforts to conserve the long haul on their traffic.” 

“There is no showing,” said the Commission in conclusion, 
“that the changed routing here proposed would result in unduly 
circuitous routes, in undue prejudice or preference or that it. 
would be detrimental to the public interest. It is thus clear 
that the respondent is entirely within its rights in seeking to 
retain the long haul on the traffic.” 

Dissenting, Commissioner Aitchison said that if the con- 
solidation of small, independent lines of railway into larger, 
established systems was to be accompanied by the closing of 
existing useful routes of transportation “which this Commission 
is powerless to prevent, a doubt is cast upon the wisdom of 
the policy.” He said the closing of the routes would leave in 
effect higher combination rates based on the sums of the local 
rates should the shipper desire routing from the origins under 
consideration over carriers other than the lines of the Missouri 
Pacific system. He said no attempt had been made to justify 
the resulting higher combination rates. 

BANANAS TO THE NORTH 

On a finding of unreasonableness, the - Commission, by divi- 
sion 4, in No. 19536, Independent Fruit Co. et al. vs. Chicago 
& Alton et al., has prescribed reasonable rates on bananas, car- 
loads, from New Orleans, La., and Mobile, Ala., to destinations 
in Minnesota and North Dakota, to be made effective on or 
before February 5, 1929. The destinations are Alexandria, 
Wadena, Breckenridge, Moorhead, Bemidji, Grand Forks and 
Thief River Falls, Minn., and Devils Lake, Minot, Williston, 
Fargo, Valley City, Jamestown, Bismarck, Mandan, Wahpeton, 
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‘and Dickinson, N. D. As to Of $T-1T to St- Cloud; 
Minn., and of $1.7 to Fairmoumpt, N. D., the Commission said they 
did not appear unreasonable. 

With the exception of the rates to St. Cloud and Fairmount, 
the Commission found that the rates assailed had been, were 
and for the future would be unreasonable to the extent they 
had exceeded, exceeded or might exceed rates made by adding to 
the third class import rate of $1.29 to St. Paul, factors based 
on the scale set forth in appendix A to the report for the dis- 
tances beyond St. Paul. In computing the distances, said the 
Commission, the shortest routes should be used over which 
carload traffic could be moved without transfer of lading. The 
scale in appendix A follows: 150 miles and less, 12 cents; 200 
miles and over 150 miles, 16 cents; 250 miles and over 200 
miles, 20 cents; 300 miles and over 250 miles, 24 cents; 350 miles 
and over 300 miles, 28 cents; 400 miles and over 350 miles, 32 
cents; 450 miles and over 400 miles, 40 cents; 500 miles and 
over 450 miles, 45 cents; 550 miles and over 500 miles, 50 cents, 
and 600 miles and over 550 miles, 54 cents. 

Reparation to the basis of the rates found reasonable was 
awarded. Complainants were instructed to fil rule V _ state- 
ments. 


TOILET PAPER INCLUDED 


The Commission, by division 5, in No. 19328, Indianapolis 
Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. Chicago & North Western et 
al., on reconsideration, has modified the findings in the former 
report, 146 I. C. C. 507, so as to include a finding that the rates 
on toilet paper, in carloads, from Appleton, Eau Claire and 
other points in Wisconsin to Indianapolis, Ind., are unreason- 
able, unduly prejudicial to complainants and unduly preferen- 
tial of their competitors at St. Louis, Mo., Springfield and 
Peoria, Ill., to the extent they exceed 35 cents from Appleton 
and other points in the Fox River group and 39 cents from 
Rhinelander and other points in the northern Wisconsin group. 
The new rates are to be made effective not later than Febru- 


ary 9. 


BRICK DECISION REVERSED 


The Commission, on reconsideration in No. 19216, Acme 
Brick Co. vs. Illinois Central et al.,, has reversed the finding of 
division 4 in the original report, 139 I. C. C. 359, that rates on 
brick and other clay products, from Perla and Fort Smith, 
Ark., to Baton Rouge and New Orleans, La., and Jackson, Miss., 
between August 3, 1925, and August 1, 1926, were not unreason- 
able. The new finding is that they were unreasonable to the 
extent they exceeded 21 cents from Perla to the three destina- 
tions mentioned and 22.5 cents from Fort Smith to New Orleans. 
Reparation was awarded. The former finding was reversed on 
account of the action of the Commission, in Memphis-South- 
western Investigation, 81 I. C. C. 555, reducing the Memphis, 
Tenn, bridge toll on brick from two cents to one cent. In Con- 
solidated Southwestern Cases, 123 I. C. C. 203, the Commission 
made another decision in respect of arbitraries to be added for 
the crossing of the Mississippi but the Commission said that 
that case, while reopened, was for future application only. 

Commissioner Woodlock concurred because, he said, while 
under a plain section 1 case he could not concur on so fine a 
line between a maximum reasonable rate and a reasonable rate, 
he could concur in this finding because there were circumstances 
here enabling the Commission to draw the line between what 
was charged and the toll allowed in 81 I. C. C. 555. Commis- 
sioner Taylor noted a dissent. 


ALFALFA MEAL RATE 


The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 20522, 
Rupert Milling Co. vs. Oregon Short Line et al., finding not un- 
reasonable or otherwise unlawful the rate on alfalfa meal, car- 
loads, from Rupert, Ida., to Portland, Albina and East Portland, 
Ore. 


SILICATE OF SODA 

A finding of unreasonableness for the future and an order 
establishing a new rate not later than February 5, have been 
made in respect of the rate on silicate of soda from Grasselli, 
N. J., to Maspeth, Long Island, N. Y. The Commission, by division 
3, in No. 20471, Star Corrugated Box C., Inc., vs. Central of New 
Jersey et al., has found the rate, 16 cents, unreasonable to the 
extent it may exceed 14 cents. Commissioner Taylor dissented 
because he said there were practically four terminal services and 
considerable switching and he could not agree that 14 cents 
would be a reasonable rate. 


PLATE GLASS CASE DISMISSED 
The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 20294, 
Traffic Bureau, Chamber of Commerce, Lynchburg, Va., vs. Nor- 
folk & Western et al., finding not unreasonable the rates on 
plate glass, carloads, from Butler, Pa., and other points in the 
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“Pittsburgh district and~on~imported-plate~giass;-earleads, from__ 


Norfolk, Va., to Martinsville, Va. 


GREEN TOMATO CASE DISMISSED 


The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 19295, 
Hill-Lawson Co. vs. Yazoo & Mississippi Valley et al., finding 
not unreasonable the rate on green tomatoes, carloads, from 
Utica, Miss., to Middlesboro, Ky. 


CORE SAND RATES 


The Commission, by division 4, in No. 20428, Saco-Lowell 
Shops vs. New Haven et al., has found unreasonable the rates 
on core sand from, Davisville and Bellefonte, R. I., to Bidde. 
ford, Me., to the extent they exceeded, exceed or may exceed 1] 
cents from Davisville and 10.5 cents from Bellefonte and 
awarded reparation. The new rates are to be established not 
later than February 5. 


DEMURRAGE RULES ATTACK 


The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 20621, 
M. J. Grove Lime Company vs. Baltimore & Ohio, finding not 
unreasonable the demurrage rules with respect to free time for 
loading and unloading sand, stone, cement, and related com- 
modities at points on the Baltimore & Ohio in Maryland, Vir- 
ginia and the District of Columbia. 

The complainant, a corporation handling heavy com- 
modities of the sort mentioned, alleged that the demurrage 
rules with respect to the free time for loading and unloading 
were unreasonable in that the same free time was allowed on 
all shipments, regardless of weight. Reparation and a revision 
of the rules were sought. The complainant, at its various 
plants at Georgetown, D. C., Grove, Lime Kiln, and Baltimore, 
Md., operated under both straight and average demurrage. 

There was no evidence, the Commission said, that the cars 
mentioned in the testimony could not have been unloaded 
within the free time. Neither, said the report, was there any 
evidence as to the time used in the actual unloading of the 
cars. In disposing of the matter the Commission said the 
present free time allowance had been in effect many years. 
Complainant’s contention that that allowance should be modi- 
fied in the light of subsequent changes in transportation con- 
ditions, the report said, was not supported by any substantial 
evidence that the present free time was not sufficient to unload 
or load cars. The Commission said that the rules were estab- 
lished after an extensive investigation and applied generally 
throughout the country. 


PACKING-HOUSE ARBITRARIES 


The Commission, in a second report on reconsideration in 
I. and S. No. 2595, meats and packing-house products to, from 
and between southwestern and western trunk line points, has 
modified Appendix B of the original report, 136 I. C. C. 651, to 
the extent of making the arbitrary prescribed on packing-house 
products, from Eau Claire, Wis. to St. Louis, Mo., to be used 
in making rates to points beyond St. Louis, 18.5 cents instead 
of 20 cents. 

Commissioner McManamy, who wrote the report, pointed out 
that in prescribing an arbitrary of 20 cents from Eau Claire 
while the arbitrary it prescribed from St. Paul, Minn. and re- 
lated points was only 18.5 cents, disregarded the provisions of 
the fourth section. Eau Claire is intermediate, on the direct 
line, between St. Paul and St. Louis in addition to being less 
distant from St. Louis than St. Paul. This situation was brought 
to the attention of the Commission by the railroads in connection 
with other matters in which they desired to have changes made. 
The Commission said that, with the exception of the -Eau Claire 
arbitrary, there was nothing in the petition of the railroad re- 
quiring modifications to be made. : 

The report also embraces No. 12068, Wilson & Co., Inc., of 
Oklahoma, et al., and sixteen or seventeen cases joined with it 
for hearing and disposition, each raising questions about the 
adjustment of rates within and to the southwest and western 
trunk line territory. 


CHICAGO JUNCTION CASE 


The Commission, in Finance No. 1165, Chicago Junction 
Case, has modified condition No. 14 in the original report in 
this proceeding by striking therefrom the words “nor shall any- 
thing herein contained be construed as a finding that the annual 
rental to be paid by the River Road for the lease of the Junction 
properties is just and reasonable.” 

It has also ordered stricken from the lease article . XII, 
which gives the New York Central an option to ‘buy all the 
right, title and interest of the Chicago Junction and the Chicago 
River & Indiana roads at any time in the term of the lease 
or any extension, for $33,333,333, subject to the approval of the 
Commission or other publie authority. 

In the original report, 71 I. C. C. 631, the Commission 
authorized the lease but denied the application of the New 
York Central to buy the capital stock or physical properties 
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of the railroads it was taking over by lease, without prejudice 
to future proceedings. The arrangement provided for an annual 
rental of $2,000,000 which was arrived at by computing 6 per 
cent upon the assumed value of $33,333,333. 

The three parties to the lease asked for the elimination 
of No. 14 on the ground that it caused an ambiguity in that a 
failure to find that the rental was just and reasonable was 
inconsistent with the apparent intent of the order which was 
to authorize the execution of the lease upon the consideration 
named therein, namely, a rental of $2,000,000 a year. The 
Commission said that striking the words shown was sufficient 
to meet the point made by the applicants. It explained that at 
the time of the original hearing it had not completed the valua- 
tion of the properties under section 19a. Since then the 
Commission has completed the tertative valuation, as of June 
30, 1919, showing a value of $31,667,626. The Commission, in 
this report on further hearing, says the record at the original 
hearing was sufficient to support a finding that the rental con- 
sideration was just and reasonable to the extent necessary 
for a favorable decision upon the application and that the 
report and order should not be otherwise construed. 


As to the option article in the lease executed three days 
after the decision in 1922, the Commission said the construction 
placed upon the option article by the applicants was not war- 
ranted. The New York Central and the junction roads con- 
tended that there was a distinction between the option in the 
lease, which they held was innocuous, and the exercise thereof. 
They argued that it should be left in the lease for future action 
when the New York Central might desire to buy the properties. 
The Commission said that its order of May 16, 1922, had to be 
construed as applying to the request for approval of the option 
sought. Such approval, it said, was not given and that there- 
fore the lease should be reformed by striking out the option. 

Commissioner Aitchison, who dissented in the original 
report, concurred in this upon the assumption that the main 
question having been determined, these changes were made to 
meet the requirements of the statute. 


Commissioner Eastman dissented because the valuation upon 
which the rental was based was composed largely upon the 
increment in the value of the land upon which the junction 
roads were built. The result of such a policy, he pointed out, 
was to make the public pay as if the. property were being 
acquired anew each year in the most untimely and improvident 
fashion. He said that if the state, the duty of which was to 
furnish highways, had itself acquired the property originally, a 
return upon the increment in values would not only never be 
sought but in due time the original debt would be retired and 
cease to beaburden. Such gradual retirement of debt, he said, 
was sound and constructive public finance, but that under the 
prevailing policy when a private railroad company undertook the 
work the corresponding burden upon the public never grew 
less but, on the contrary, continually increased and with menac- 
ing rapidity where terminal lands in great cities were involved. 
He said that such a policy would never be corrected unless it 
was analyzed and dissected and its inevitable consequences 
made plain. 


“In my judgment that is proper and very appropriate work 
for a public body like this Commission,” said Mr. Eastman. 
“An excellent’ way to begin this work would be to find that the 
terms and conditions of the lease here involved are unjust, 
unreasonable and contrary to the public interest.” 

Commissioner McManamy joined in that dissent. Chairman 
Campbell dissented without giving reasons. 


LISBON COAL EXTENSION 


Indicating a conviction that public policy requires the use 
of existing railroad facilities to the maximum possible and the 
exclusion of shippers from common carrier ownership, the Com- 
mission, by division 4, in Finance No. 6754, construction of 
branches by Pittsburgh, Lisbon & Western, has conditionally 
denied the application of the carrier mentioned for authority to 
construct branches and establish a water-and-rail service be- 
tween Pittsburgh, Pa., and Youngstown, O. The record in the 
case has been held open for further hearing to procure evidence 
bearing upon the practicability of providing rail transportation 
between the Ohio River and the Youngstown district over exist- 
ing lines. This report also covers Finance No. 6755, control 
of the Pittsburgh, Lisbon & Western by the Montour Railroad 
Company. 

“Authority to construct the proposed new line will not be 
granted until we are fully satisfied that a use of the existing 
rail routes between the Ohio River and the Youngstown district 
which will produce substantially the results proposed by the 
applicant is impracticable,” says the report, thereby indicating 
the opinion that the maximum possible use of existing rail 
facilities should be made before new construction is permitted. 

‘ “The present applications contemplate the practical control 
and operation of a common carrier by its principal shipper, a 
condition to be avoided,” is the part of the report taken as indi- 
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cating a conviction that shippers should not be allowed to be 
owners of common carriers by rail. 

“Not only is it proposed that the railroad shall be thus con- 
trolled,” continues the report, “but it is also proposed that the 
transfer facilities at the Ohio River shall be under control 
either of the applicants or of the Youngstown Sheet & Tube 
Company. Should it be found necessary, therefore, as a result 
of our further investigation, to grant a certificate for the con- 
struction of a new railroad line between Smith’s Ferry and the 
Youngstown district, consideration will be given to the imposi- 
tion of a condition that the Lisbon shall not be under the con- 
trol, direct or indirect, of the Pittsburgh Coal Company, or any 
other industry or industries, and the further condition that ter- 
minal facilities shall be provided on the Ohio River which shall 
not be under such control and shall be open to the free use 
of all shippers.” 

The Commission said that the present record was not suffi- 
cient to justify a satisfactory conclusion upon the question as 
to whether it was practicable to obtain the results desired by 
the use of the present rail facilities between the Ohio River 
and the Youngstown district. For that reason the record was 
held open for further hearing in order that that phase of the 
evidence might be amply developed. 

“The Pittsburgh & Lake Erie and the Pennsylvania,” says 
the report, “will be expected to make their position in regard 
to the use of their lines entirely clear in order that we may 
be fully advised in the matter.” 

The pointed! question for the trunk lines mentioned is as to 
whether they are willing to have their lines used, in. part, for 
the opening of a competing water-and-rail route between the 
Ohio River and the Youngstown district. The trunk lines inter- 
vened in opposition to grant of the certificates desired by the 
applicants, the Montour and the Lisbon, both of whom are con- 
trolled, through stock ownership, by the Pittsburgh Coal Com- 
pany. 

Desirability of the route was found by the Commission. It 
would provide a route for coal from the mines along the Monon- 
gahela, loaded directly into barges, to Smith’s Ferry, Pa., on the 
Ohio, where the coal would be transferred to the cars of the Lisbon 
road, extended for this purpose from the present terminus of the 
Lisbon, at Negley, O., to Smith’s Ferry, thence by the extended 
Lisbon to the Youngstown district, over another extension of 
the Lisbon. Such a route would be in direct competition, in 
the hauling of coal, needed by the steel industry of Youngstown, 
with the all-rail routes of the Pennsylvania and the part of the 
New York Central system involved in the proceeding. The 
trunk lines intervened in opposition, claiming their present fa- 
cilities were not used to the maximum. The Youngstown steel 
industry claimed that, by reason of the present adjustment of 
freight rates and the changes in the steel industry’s methods, 
it was laboring under a disadvantage of $1.33 per ton in the 
making of steel in comparison with the Pittsburgh district steel 
makers. Because of this unfavorable situation the industry 
claimed that the progress of industries at Youngstown had been 
arrested. For years Youngstown manufacturers, it was said, 
had been considering the feasibility of acquiring rail connections 
with the Ohio River that would enable them to utilize river 
transportation, thus decreasing, to some extent, the disadvantage 
which they now suffered in comparison with the manufacturers 
of similar commodities in the Pittsburgh district. 

There was no question about the financial ability of the ap- 
plicants to construct the line. 

Youngstown industries supported the application to construct 
the new lines, the application for the Montour to hold the Lis- 
bon stock being a minor matter in the case. It was proposed 
merely to enable the coal company’s carrier properties to be 


“operated efficiently, there being no physical connection and 


none being proposed, between the Lisbon and the Montour. 


Nor was there any question about the success of barge navi- 
gation on the Ohio and Monongahela, the report reproducing 
figures, submitted by the trunk lines and taken from government 
reports showing that transportation, by private carrier barge 
lines, had grown greatly in recent years. Two of the Youngs- 
town steel companies, neither proposing to provide itself with 
private barges, testified that they were satisfied that if the line 
between the Ohio and the Youngstown district were authorized 
they would be able to obtain satisfactory barge service. One 
of them estimated that the new line would cut the cost of trans- 
porting coal from its mines on the Monongahela from $1.42 to 
90 cents per ton, divided 30 cents for the. barge haul and 60 
cents for the rail haul, the Lisbon estimating that it could make 
money on a 60-cent rate from Smith’s Ferry to Youngstown. 
It was shown that the river tonnage from the Pittsburgh district 
had increased from 20,000,000 in 1921 to 30,000,000 in 1926, 95 
per cent of the tonnage on the Ohio River system being handled 
by private carriers through private terminals. Those figures 
were put into the record by the Baltimore & Ohio. 

Simmered down, the issues were as to whether there should 
be a connection between the Ohio River and the Youngstown 
district; should the railroad owned by the coal company be per- 
mitted to construct the connection or should it be created by 
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the use of the present rail lines. The answers have been indi- 
cated. 

The Commission said that the existence of the low-grade 
lines operated by strong carriers between the mouth of the 
Beaver River and the Youngstown district suggested strongly 
that those lines should be used in preference to the construction 
and operation of an expensive line. It said that the utility of 
the proposed line in the transportation of local traffic or in the 
development of industrial territory at Youngstown would be 
relatively unimportant. The Commission further said the record 
did not show that the shippers had made serious effort to obtain 
the cooperation of the trunk lines in the establishment of service 
and rates in connection with the barge lines. On the other hand, 
it said, there was no showing of desire on the part of the trunk 
lines to join in such a plan, notwithstanding the opportunity 
offered in these proceedings, nor was it possible from this record 
to reach a conclusion as to the physical practicability of a route 
by way of the trunk lines. 

The Youngstown shippers, the Commission said, expressed 
a preference for the willing carrier, such as the new line. The 
shippers said they had long sought from the trunk lines such 
adjustment of rates as would enable them to compete with other 
districts, but without success. 

“It is not alleged that the present rate adjustments are 
unlawful,” observed the Commission. 

In discussing the public convenience phase of the subject, 
the Commission said: 


Public convenience and necessity, in the broader sense, require 
the combined use of all the agencies which can contribute to adequate 
and efficient transportation at the lowest cost. From the great and 
increasing use of the waterways of the Ohio River system it is clear 
that their development has been justified. It is also apparent that 
these agencies, which have been practically created by the govern- 
ment, should as speedily as possible be made available to the public 
generally, through the establishment of common-carrier service. Al- 
though at present nearly all of the transportation on the Ohio River 
system is performed by private carriers, it is expected that with the 
increase in the reliability of river transportation resulting from the 
government work, common-carrier service will make greater progress. 
The so-called Denison bill, approved May 29, 1928, authorizes the 
filing of applications to this Commission and the issuance of certi- 
ficates of public convenience and necessity in accordance with the 
provisions of section 1 of the interstate commerce act for the pur- 
pose of furnishing common-carrier service on the Mississippi River 
and its tributaries, and we are further authorized to direct connect- 
ing common carriers and their connections to join with such author- 
ized water carriers in through routes and join rates, with reasonable 
rules, regulations, and practices, as provided in paragraph (3) of 
section 15 of the act. The statute contains further provisions in- 
tended to result in effective service at minimum differentials between 
all-rail rates and joint rates in connection with the barge service. 

The intervening trunk lines argue that the Pittsburgh Coal Com- 
pany, in order to perform its proposed service in the transportation 
of its coal from ,the mines to a rail connection, should be required 
to qualify as a common carrier under the provisions of the Denison 
bill, thus placing the entire transportation and facilities under our 
jurisdiction. As already stated, practically all of the transportation 
on the Ohio River system is now performed by private carriers. The 
docks and facilities for loading and unloading are also privately 
owned and operated. All of the existing river facilities of the Pitts- 
burgh Coal Company are of this class. There is no basis in this 
record for inaugurating a drastic change in respect of the particular 
operation now in question; nor do we find in the enactment of the 
Denison bill any indication that such a requirement was intended. 
It may well be that under present conditions the river transporta- 
tion has not reached the degree of regularity that is ordinarily de- 
manded of common carriers. It is the intention of the Pittsburgh 
Coal Company to store coal in barges at Smith’s Ferry, thus forming 
a reservoir which can be drawn upon in case of interruption of river 
service or fluctuation in demand. 


The further hearing in Finance No. 6754, construction of 
branches by Pittsburgh, Lisbon & Western, and Finance No. 
6755, control of Pittsburgh, Lisbon & Western by Montour, will 
be held January 14 in Washington before Assistant Director 
Burnside, of the bureau of finance. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


mares and order in F. D. No. 7278, authorizing the New York, 
New ven & Hartford to assume obligation and liability in respect 
of $2,610,000 of equipment-trust certificates to be issued by the Second 
National Bank of New Haven under an equipment-trust agreement 
to be dated December 15, 1928, said certificates to be acquired at par 
by the applicant and held until the further order of the Commission, 
in connection with the procurement of certain equipment, approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 7102, authorizing the acquisition 
by the Southern Patific Co. of entire control of the Northwestern 
Pacific R. R. Co. by purchase of the one-half stock interest in said 
company now owned by the A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co., approved. 

eport and certificate in F. D. No. 7084, authorizing the acquisi- 
tion by the Pacific Telephone & Telegraph Co. of control of the 
Consolidated Utilities Co. by purchase of capital stock, approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 7085, authorizing the acquisi- 
tion by_the Pacific ‘Telephone & Telegraph Co. of control of the 
Corona Home Telephone Telegraph Co., approved. 

Report, certificate and order in F. D. No. 7137, (1) authorizing 
the Central Pacific Railway Co. to construct an extension of a branch 
line of railroad in Sacramento county, Calif., and (2) denying per- 
mission to retain excess earnings, approved. 

Second supplemental report and order in F. D. No. 6462, author- 
izing the Louisiana & Arkansas Railway Co. to renew from time to 
time, the last renewal to mature not later than December 31, 1929, 
an unsecured promissory note for $2,600,000, which will mature De- 
cember 31, 1928, approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 7182, (1) authorizing the Atchi- 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co. to issue $30,204,000 of 20-year 
i% per cent convertible debenture gold bonds, issued of 1928, to be 
sold at not less than par and accrued interest, and the proceeds used 
to reimburse the applicant in part for capital expenditure not here- 
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tofore capitalized, and (2) to issue not exceeding $18,122,400 of cotp. 
mon capital stock, oe of 181,224 shares of the par value of 
$100 a share; said stock to be issued solely to effect the conversion 
of such of said bonds as may be presented by their owners into 
common capital stock of the applicant, approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 7183, authorizing the Elkhart g 
Santa Fe Railway Co. (1) to issue one first-mortgage gold bond for 
$1,700,000 to be delivered to the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail. 
way Co. in satisfaction of an equal amount of indebtedness to that 
company, and (2) dismissing that part of the application which 
seeks authority to execute a proposed first mortgage; approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 7282, notes of Fredericksburg @ 
Northern Railway Co., extending from December 28, 1928, to, on or 
before December 28, 1933, the time of payment of $250,006 of 5-year 
secured promissory notes, approved. 

Report, certificate and order in F. D. No. 7127, (1) authorizing 
the St. Louis Electric Terminal Railway Co. to construct, and the 
Illinois Terminal Co., lessee, to operate, a line of railroad in St, 
Louis, am and (2) denying permission to retain excess earnings, 
approved. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


Finance No. 7307. Brimstone Railroad & Canal Co. asks author- 
to issue $200,000 of 6 per cent first mortgage bonds and to sell $125,- 
000 of such bonds and to pledge $75,000 thereof as collateral for 
short term notes, and to issue $75,000 of short term notes, to provide 
funds for construction of an extension, 5.4 miles, for the purchase of 
the Fairbrook branch of the Pennsylvania railroad, extending from 
Fairbrook to Stover, Pa., and construction of facilities necessary to 
its operation in connection with the through line of the applicant. 

Finance No. 7307. Brimstone Railroad & Canal Co. asKs author- 
ity to abandon its railroad lines in Louisiana, extending from Sulphur 
Mines to Brimstone Junction, La., less than a mile in length, and 
from Sulphur Mine to Mossville, La., 6.64 miles, because of cessation 
of sulphur operations by Union Sulphur Co. at Sulphur Mine, La. 

Finance No. 7308. Pennsylvania Railroad Co., lessee of Pennsyl- 
vania Tunnel & Terminal Railroad, and the Long Island Railroad Co. 
ask authority for the Long Island to operate under trackage rights 
over that portion of the tunnel and terminal line from near Harold 
avenue, in Sunnyside yard, borough of Queens, L. I., to Pennsylvania 
station, New York City, including the use of yard and station and 
the facilities and appurtenances thereof, at a rental equal to the 
proportion of interest at the rate of 6 per cent annually on the 
valuation of the facilities used, and of the operating expenses and 
taxes, less credit for rentals received on account of concessions, 
calculated on a car and engine basis. 

Finance No. 7309. East Kentucky Southern Railway Co. asks 
authority to acquire the line of railroad now operated by the receiver 
of the Eastern Kentucky Railroad Co. between Grayson and Webb- 
ville, Ky., about 13 miles long. Applicant says present owners of 
line are seeking the right to abandon the line. Of a proposed issue 
of $50,000 of capital stock by the applicant, $30,200 has been sub- 
scribed and $15,025 paid for and the remainder of the amount sub- 
— is to be paid within a short period, according to the applica- 

on. 

Finance No. 7302. Northwestern Pacific Railroad Co. asks author- 
ity to abandon the Point Reyes-Monte Rio Narrow Gauge Line in 
Marin and Sonoma counties, Calif., from Point Reyes to Monte Rio, 
a distance of about 36 miles. 

Finance No. 7305. Joint petition of Mountain States Telephone 
& Telegraph Co. and the Montezuma County Telephone Co. asking 
approval of acquisition by former of properties of latter in Monte- 
zuma county, Colo. 

Finance No. 5663. Sub. No. 1. Hale Holden asks authority to 
hold the position of director with the Southern Pacific and affiliated 
lines, effective January 1, 1929. Applicant says he has resigned from 
all positions held by him with carriers and that his resignations 
have been accepted effective January 1. 

Finance No. 7310. Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Co. 
asks authority to issue $1,000,000 of general mortgage 4 per cent 
gold bonds and a like amount of first and refunding mortgage 4 
per cent gold bonds. 

Finance No. 7311. Missouri Southern Railroad Co. asks authority 
to extend its line from a connection with applicant’s main line in 
Reynolds county to a point 18 miles distant in Shannon county, Mo., 
to reach a tract of timber in Shannon county. 

Finance No. 7312. Midland Valley Railroad Co. asks authority to 


“acquire by purchase, under state laws of Arkansas and Kansas, the 


property of the Wichita & Midland Valley Railroad Co., the main 
line of which extends from Arkansas City to Wichita, Kan., a distance 
of about 50 miles. The applicant now owns all the capital stock and 
bonds of the Wichita. The purchase price is $1,650,742.59, that being 
the amount at which the applicant carries on its books the stock and 
bonds of the Wichita and advances to the latter. The sale is to be 
effected through cancellation of the securities and the indebtedness. 
The applicant, as the sole stockholder of the Wichita, plans to dis- 
solve the company. 

Finance No. 7313. Terminal Railroad Association of St. Louis 
asks authority to issue $2,000,000 of general mortgage 4 per cent 
bonds. It is proposed to sell the bonds at 87 per cent net, or better, 
and accrued interest, for cash. 

Finance No. 7314. Terminal Railroad Association of St. Louis 
asks authority to sell $8,000,000 of general mortgage 4 per cent bonds, 
at a price of 87 per cent or better, net. 

Finance No. 7315. St. Louis Bridge Co. asks authority to issue 
$5,000,000 of first mortgage 7 per cent bonds to retire a like amount 
of bonds maturing April 1, 1929. 

Finance No. 7317. Chicago & Eastern Illinois Railway Co. asks 
authority to issue $562,000 of equipment trust certificates in con- 
nection with acquisition of 500 automobile cars to be sold at a net 
price of 99.51 per cent and accrued dividends. 


FINAL VALUATION REPORT 


Valuation No. 767, Chestnut Ridge Railway Co., opinion No. 
B-702, 149 I. C. C. 58-80, final value for rate-making purposes of 
roperty owned and used for common-carrier purposes found to be 
dn and of property owned but not used, $1,513, as of June 30, 





UNIFORM SYSTEM OF ACCOUNTS 


The Commission has issued an order containing instructions 
to carriers in the matter of charges to operating expenses to 
provide for the contractual payment of pensions to employes 
regularly retired for superannuation or disability. Under the 
order carriers may charge to operating. expenses reserves for 
the contractual payment of pensions. 
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FAR SOUTHWESTERN COTTON 


In a proposed report in No. 20121, Benjamin Clayton et al. 
ys. Arizona Eastern et al., Examiner J. P. McGrath deals with‘ 
questions about rates on cotton and reparation thereon in the 
far southwest. He said that rates for the future on cotton linters 
from and to the same points and certain other points in the 
same territory were involved in No. 19169, California-Arizona 
Ginners & Crushers Association vs. A. R. R. Co. et al., which had 
peen heard and would be disposed of in connection with No. 
17000, part 8, cottonseed, its products and related articles. 

In this case McGrath said the Commission should find un- 
reasonable the rates charged on cotton, carloads, shipped from 
Phoenix, Ariz., and points grouped therewith and taking the 
game rates, to Wilmington, Wingfoot,.San Pedro and East San 
Pedro, Calif., and from Phoenix to San Pedro, Calif., prior to 
September 1, 1925, and on cotton linters, from Phoenix to Los 
Angeles, Calif., prior to January 18, 1925, to the extent they 
exceeded 84.5 cents. He said reparation sould be awarded to 
that basis. 

Further, McGrath said, the Commission should find that 
rates charged on cotton, from Marana and Rillito, Ariz., to San 
Diego, Calif., compressed in transit, originating prior to Sep- 
tember 1, 1925, did not include the cost of compression and 
were not unreasonable. Still further, he said, the Commission 
should find that the rates charged on cotton linters, shipped 
from Phoenix on and after September 18, 1925, and from Tucson, 
Ariz., to Los Angeles and San Francisco, Calif., and other points 
grouped therewith and taking the same rates, were not unrea- 
sonable. 

The findings recommended by him, McGrath said, should 
be without prejudice to any different conclusions that might 
be reached in No. 19169, California-Arizona Ginners & Crushers 
Association vs. A. R. R. Co. et al. 

This report also embraces No. 20368, Leslie S. Bowden, as 
trustee, etc., vs. Southern Pacific et al., and a sub-number there- 
under, Mutual Cotton & Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. 


NASHVILLE, GA., ADJUSTMENT 


Examiner Charles W. Berry has recommended the dismissal 
of No. 20314, Nashville (Ga.) Traffic Bureau vs. Georgia & Flor- 
ida et al., on a finding that the rates on stoves and ranges, fur- 
niture, iron and steel articles, grain and grain products, petro- 
leum, bananas, coal, building materials and other commodities 
from various points of origin in southern, central and trunk line 
territories to Nashville, Ga., are not unreasonable or otherwise 
unlawful. The examiner said that the complainant’s principal 
contention appeared to be that the spread between rates to 
Nashville, on the one hand, and the rates to Adels, Sparks, Val- 
dosta, Tifton, Moultrie and Willicoochie, Ga., on the other, was 
too great. 

The examiner said that the record showed that some of the 
rates assailed were out of line with each other but that the evi- 
dence was insufficient to show whether the higher rates were 
more or the lower rates were less than reasonable maxima. He 
said the Commission should find that the present record was not 
sufficient to warrant its passing upon the parts of Fourth Sec- 
tion Application No. 789 filed by the Georgia & Florida, which 
had not been acted upon. He said that the conclusions herein 
recommended should be without prejudice to different conclu- 
sions on a more comprehensive record. 


ROUGH BENDING OAK 


Examiner John Davey, in No. 21001, S. J. Peabody Lunmber 
Co. vs. Pennsylvania, has recommended that the Commission find 
that rates on rough bending oak, carloads, subsequent to Feb- 
ruary 15, 1928, were not unjustly discriminatory but were, are 
and will be unreasonable to the extent they exceeded, exceed or 
may exceed 11 cents from Bourbon, Ind., and 9 cents from Co- 
lumbia City, Ind., to Delphos, O., and award reparation. 


CHARLESTON DEMURRAGE CASE 


Examiner Charles W. Berry has recommended the dis- 
missal of No. 20078, Port Utilities Commission of Charleston, 
S. C., vs. Baltimore & Carolina Steamship Company of Balti- 
more City, on a finding that the demurrage charges for the 
detention of cars at Charleston, S. C., moving on joint rates 
and over through routes to Florida destinations, in September 
and October, 1925, were not applicable. The report also covers 
a.sub-number, Baltimore & Carolina Steamship Company of 
Baltimore City vs. Port Utilities Commission of Charleston, 
S. C. The sub-number, the examiner said, was abandoned at 
the hearing. 

The port commission complained because of detention of 
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cars by the steamship company. It undertook to assess demur- 
rage on cars loaded with freight moving on joint rates and 


through bills of lading. The detentions were caused, to a 
large extent, by the embargoes on the Florida lines. The 
steamship company admitted liability in cases in which it was 
the consignee. The port commission said that no demurrage 
had been assessed since October, 1925. It contended that the 
average agreement executed between itself and the steamship 
company applied to all cars, including those moving on joint 
rates and through bills of lading. 

The examiner pointed out that the average agreement cov- 
ered merely cars held by consignors or by consignees and not 
cars detained by connecting lines participating in a through 
movement. He said demurrage could not lawfully be collected 
on through traffic. He said that in the case of shipments deliv- 
ered to the defendant as consignee demurrage charges accrued 
but not paid were undercharges and that as to them the com- 
plainant’s remedy lay in a court of competent jurisdiction. 


OVERCHARGES ON LIVE HOGS 

In No. 20911, Allied Packers, Inc., et al. vs. Baltimore & 
Ohio et al., Examiner Thurston B. Johnston has recommended an 
award of reparation on a finding that rates charged on live hogs 
in single-deck and double-deck cars from points in Nebraska and 
South Dakota to Buffalo, N. Y., Detroit, Mich., and Wheeling, W. 
Va., were in excess of those applicable and that the rates ap- 
plicable were aggregates of rates to and from Chicago as modi- 
fied by the rule in Agent Jones’ Tariff I. C. C. No. U. 8.1. 


FURNITURE REPARATION 

Examiner Harris Fleming, in No. 10660, Okmulgee Furniture 
Co. vs. Fort Smith & Western et al., has recommended that 
the Commission find unreasonable the rate charged on furniture 
shipped from Fort Smith, Ark. to Okmulgee, Okla. The ship- 
ments were made in 1926 and 1927. Fleming said the Com- 
mission should find the rate was unreasonable to the extent it 
exceeded 52 cents and award reparation. 


CANNED GOODS REPARATION 


Attorney-Examiner John McChord, in No. 20836, C. W. 
Zaring & Co. vs. Florida East Coast et al., has recommended 
that the Commission find unreasonable the rates charged on 
canned goods from Lockport and Rochester, N. Y., and other 
interstate points, to West Palm Beach, Fla., to the extent they 
exceeded the present published class rates that are applicable 
on similar shipments of canned goods, carloads, minimum 
36,000, from the same points of origin to West Palm Beach and 
award reparation. 


COPPER IN CAKES 


A finding of unreasonableness and an award of reparation 
have been recommended by Examiner Paul A. Colvin, in No. 
21166; Richards Co., Inc., vs. Boston & Maine et al., as to the 
rate on copper, in cakes, from Edgeworth, Mass., to Black Rock, 
N. Y., on shipments made in 1927. He said the Commission 
should findthe rate unreasonable to the extent it exceeded 27 
cents and give the complainant reparation amounting to $64.24 
with interest. 


SALT REPARATION PROPOSED 


Examiner J. M. Fielder, in No. 21072, Perryton Equity Ex- 
change et al. vs. Santa Fe et al., has proposed that the Commis- 
sion find unreasonable the rates on salt, carloads, from Anthony, 
Hutchinson, Little River, Lyons, Sterling and Kanapolis, Kan., 
to destinations in Texas, to the extent they exceeded the scale 
of distance rates prescribed in Salt Between Western and South- 
western Points, 120 I. C. C. 91, and 128 I. C. C. 431, and award 
reparation. The complaint involved shipments made between 
May 23, 1925, and July 10, 1927. Rates in conformity with the 
finding in the general salt case were made effective July 10, 1927. 


SOUTHWESTERN BRICK CASES 


In a report on further hearing in No. 14617, Acme Brick Co. 
et al. vs. Alabama & Mississippi et al. and cases joined in it, No. 
16124, Acme Brick Co. vs. A. & V. et al.; No. 15467, Same vs. 
Abilene & Southern et al.; No. 15628, Kansas Gas Belt Manufac- 
turers’ Association vs. Same; No. 15692, Oklahoma Brick Manu- 
facturers’ Association vs. Same; and No. 15738, Acme Brick Co. 
vs. Same, Examiner C. M. Bardwell has recommended that the 
finding in the supplemental report in the title case, 113 I. C. C. 
169, with respect to the computation of distances, be modified 
so as to conform with the formula first made in the Southern 
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Class Rate Investigation, 100. T. J. C. CG. “G. 513, and repeated in ‘Con- 
solidated Southwestern Cases} 123 I. C. C,2 
The cases were reopened at the reque 
thereto, who desired modifications to be made. 
report was made in 107 I. C. C. 681. 
heard cooperatively with the Texas and Arkansas commissions. 

Bardwell also recommended that the Commission modify its 
findings so as to allow the grouping of Arkansas brick producing 
points in connection with traffic destined to Mississippi River 
crossings, Memphis, Tenn., and south, as proposed. 

He recommended that the Commission deny the request of 
the complainants for the grouping of Texas producing points, 
covering practically the whole of Texas common point territory, 
in connection with traffic destined to lower Mississippi River 
crossings on the ground that the proposed blanket would be in- 
consistent with the decision in the Consolidated Southwestern 
Cases, in which the Texas common point adjustment was abol- 
ished and groups of much smaller extent were established. 


‘of various parties 
The original 


FULLER’S EARTH RATES 


Examiner W. R. Brennan, in No. 20133, Transcontinental Oil 
Co. vs. Atlanta & St. Andrews Bay et al., and two sub-numbers, 
Pure Oil Co. vs. Rock Island et al. and National Refining Co. vs. 
Santa Fe et al., has recommended that the Commission find un- 
reasonable the rates on fuller’s earth, from Quincy, Midway and 
Jamieson, Fla., to Boynton and Muskogee, Okla., Coffeyville, 
Kan., and Fort Worth (Hodge), Tex., to the extent they ex- 
ceeded, exceed or may exceed, $8 per ton to Boynton and Mus- 
kogee, $8.38 per ton to Coffeyville and $7.90 per ton to Fort 
Worth, on a 50,000 pound minimum, award reparation, and order 
the rates proposed for the future. 





TOBACCO TO LEXINGTON, KY. 


An award of reparation to the basis of a rate of 51.5 cents 
on unmanufactured leaf tobacco, in hogsheads, from Abingdon, 
Va., to Lexington, Ky., has been recommended by Examiner 
T. Leo Haden, on a finding of unreasonableness, in No. 21049, 
Burley Tobacco Growers Co-operative Association vs.. Norfolk 
& Western et al. A fourth-class rate of 64 cents was charged. 
A rate of 51.5 cents was subsequently established. 


BASKETS AND HAMPERS 


Examiner J. Edgar Smith, in No. 20449, Walter Verhalen 
Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al., has recommended that rates on 
fruit and vegetable baskets and hampers from points in groups 
E and F to California destinations be found. unreasonable and 
the Commission should find that for the future the reasonable 
rate to be applied on the baskets and hampers, minimum car- 
load weight 24,000 pounds, from Longview, Tex., and from 
other group F points, to California destinations will be $1.50 
a hundred pounds. He said rates from points in group E should 
bear the usual relation to the rate specified from group F. 


FRUIT HAMPERS TO TAMPA 


An award of reparation has been recommended by Examiner 
John Davey in No. 20927, Crenshaw Brothers Produce Co., Inc. 
vs. Seaboard Air Line et al., on a finding that rates charged 
on fruit hampers from Selma, Ala., to Tampa, Fla., were inap- 
plicable and that the applicable rate was 35.08 cents. 


, CAST IRON PIPE 


Attorney-Examiner John H. Howell has proposed the dis- 
missal of No. 19062, Krupp Foundry Co. vs. Reading et al., on 
a finding that the rates on cast iron pipe, from Lansdale and 
Quakertown, Pa., to New York harbor and northern New Jer- 
sey stations are not unreasonable. 


LUMBER CASE DISMISSAL 


Dismissal of No. 20680, Liberty Cooperage & Lumber Com- 
pany vs. Pennsylvania et al., has. been proposed by Examiner 
William B. Wilbur on a finding that the rates charged on a 
carload of lumber shipped from Upland, Ind., to Union City, 
Pa., in 1926, was not unreasonable. 


LOGS TO SALISBURY, N. C. 


In No. 20859, R. W. Walker Lumber Co. et al. vs. Seaboard 
Air Line et al., Attorney-Examiner John McChord has recom- 
mended that the Commission should find that ‘the rate on logs, 
except walnut, cedar and mahogany, from Lugoff, S. C., to Salis- 
bury, N. C., was and is unreasofiable to the extent that it 
exceeded 10 cents per 100 pounds in carloads of 40,000 pounds, 
and that for the future the rate will be unreasonable to the 
extent it may exceed 9.5 cents under the estimated mileage 
scales adopted by the Seaboard Air Line, and the Southern, 
respectively, to-wit, 2.5 cents per 100 pounds from Lugoff to 
Camden, S. C., over the Seaboard and 7 cents from Camden to 
Salisbury over the Southern to be published as a through rate 
and that the local rate of 5 cents per 100 pounds between Lugoff 
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AMALGAN COAL RATES 


Examiner Harris Fleming has recommended~the dismissa] 
of No. 20949, J. D. Ekstrum et al. vs. C. M. & St. P. et al., on 
a finding that the coke rates charged on amalgan coal, car. 
loads, from Superior, Wis., to Minneapolis, Minn., were applic. 
able and not unreasonable. The shipments were made in June, 
1925. There was no specific rate on amalgan coal but under the 
analogy rule the coke rate was applied. Later the soft coal 
basis was applied on this combination fuel composed of soft 
coal and fuel oil. 


DRIED BEAN RATE 


Examiner John Davey has recommended the dismissal of 
No. 20222, Globe Grain and Milling Company vs. Santa Fe et 
al., on a finding that the rate charged on two carloads of dried 
beans, shipped in 1926 from Hughson, Calif., to Greeley, Colo., 
was not unreasonable. 





FLOUR AND WHEAT FEED 


Examiner Thurston B. Johnston has proposed the dismissal 
of No. 21003, State of North Dakota, doing business as State 
Mill & Elevator Association vs. Chicago Great Western et al., 
on a finding that the rates on flour and wheat feed, from points 
in Montana to Lebanon and Indianapolis, Ind., milled in transit 
af Grand Forks, N. D., in 1923 and 1924, were applicable and 
not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. 


MANISTEE DIVISIONS 


Examiner Arthur Kettler, in No. 20540, Manistee & North- 
eastern vs. Ann Arbor et al., proposes that the Commission shall 
find unjust, unreasonable and inequitable the divisions out of 
just rates accorded to the complainant by carriers of the east- 
ern group, in specified instances, since January 12, 1928, the 
day on which the complainant filed its case. Kettler recom- 
mends that the short line, extending from Manistee to Traverse 
City, Mich., be given divisions out of interstate rates so they 
will be 40 per cent greater, provided that the increase shall be 
70 per cent in lieu of 40 per cent if the connections of the 
Manistee do not increase divisions out of intrastate rates to the 
40 per cent level. Divisions on salt are to be made in accord- 
ance with the decision in Salt Cases of 1923, 92 I. C. C. 388. 
The finding recommended by Kettler follows: 

The Commission should find that the divisions accorded com- 
plainant by carriers embraced in the eastern group as defined in 
Increased Rates, 1920, including those operating by car ferry across 
Lake Michigan, out of all interstate rates and charges are and for 
the future will be, and out of rates on salt, in carloads from Manis- 
tee to western destinations over Lake Michigan car-ferry routes, 
prescribed in Salt Cases of 1923, were since January 12, 1928, unjust, 
unreasonable and inequitable to the extent that they’ are not and 
were not, respectively, 40 per cent greater, except where each mile 
of actual haul over the line of complainant is and was equal to eight 
or more miles of actual haul over the Pere Marquette, Ann Arbor 
or Pennsylvania, under the divisions which are and were in effect, 
and except that increases need not be made to amounts which ex- 
ceed the local rates over complainant’s line or to amounts which 
would make each mile of haul over the line of complainant the 
equivalent of more than eight miles of actual haul over the said 
connecting lines, provided that the said percentage of increase shall 
be 70 per cent for the future in lieu of 40 per cent if like increases 
are not made in all of the divisions accorded complainant out of 
intrastate joint rates. 


The short line asked for increased divisions. out of intrastate 
joint rates, but Kettler quoted from Sugar Land Ry., 126 I. C. C. 
529, to show that the Commission had not jurisdiction over divi- 
sions of intrastate rates. His recommendation that the divisions 
out of interstate rates be made 70 per cent, if the carriers do 
not give 40 per cent on intrastate rates, follows the declaration 
that the Commission has not jurisdiction over intrastate divi- 
sions. 

In the course of the presentation of its case the Manistee 
pointed to the fact that it was not permitted to abandon opera- 
tion of its main line. Abandonment of Line by M. & N. E., 
99 I. C. C. 344, as one reason why it should have larger divisions. 
It contended that it was entitled to a return of 5.45 per cent. 
Kettler said that while it appeared that the importance to the 
public of the services rendered by the Manistee warranted the 
continuance of all the services, the amount and character of 
the traffic hauled and the revenue required thereon for a return 
of 5.75 per cent, as compared with other lines in the same general 
territory indicated that an adjustment of divisions which would 
afford that return, or a return which was as great as the return 
for the carriers as a whole in the same territory, was not war- 
ranted. 


COAL TO NATIONAL CAPITAL 


In a report on further hearing in No. 18641, Potomac Hiec- 
tric Power Co. et al. vs. Chesapeake & Ohio and cases joined 
with it, Examiner C. W. Berry has recommended that the Com- 
mission affirm the findings in the former report, 142 I. C. C. 236, 
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as to rates On bituminous coal, from mines in Virginia, Kentucky 
and West Virginia to Washington, D. C., and points in the im- 
mediate vicinity thereof. He has also recommended, in I. and 
g, No. 3140, one of the cases covered by the report, that the 
Commission find justified the rates the carriers filed in com- 
pliance with the decision of division 4 in the title case, vacate 
the order of suspension and discontinue the proceeding. 

This report covers not only the title case and suspension 
proceeding already mentioned, but three sub-numbers of the 
title complaint, Pocahontas Operators’ Association vs. Chesa- 
peake & Ohio et al.; Virginia Coal Operators’ Association vs. 
Same; and Operators’ Association of Williamson Field vs. Same. 
The suspension proceeding covered tariffs naming rates from 
mines in the two Virginias and Kentucky to Washington and 
adjacent destinations in Maryland and Virginia. 

Specifically, the examiner said, the Commission should affirm 
the findings in the former report on the title case that rates 
from mines in the New River district in West Virginia, on the 
Chesapeake & Ohio, to destinations in the District of Columbia 
and adjacent destinations in Maryland and Virginia were not 
unreasonable; that the rates from mines in the same field and 
on the same railroad to Benning, D. C., were and are not unduly 
prejudicial; that the rates from mines on the Norfolk & Western 
and the Virginian in Virginia, West Virginia and Kentucky to 
destinations in the District of Columbia and adjacent destina- 
tions in Maryland and Virginia were unduly prejudicial to the 
extent they exceeded or might exceed the contemporaneously 
maintained rates from the mines on the Chesapeake & Ohio in 
comparable districts; and that the rates from mines in the New 
River district in the Virginias and Kentucky on the Chesapeake 
& Ohio, Norfolk & Western and Virginian to Washington for 
Baltimore & Ohio delivery and to Relee and Rosslyn, Va., were 
unduly prejudicial to the extent they exceeded or might exceed 
the rates from the same district to Washington, for Pennsylvania 
delivery. 

In the original report the Commission found that a $3.13 
rate from mines in the New River district maintained by the 
Cheaspeake & Ohio and Baltimore & Ohio to Washington for 
Baltimore & Ohio delivery was unduly prejudicial to specified 
receivers of coal to the extent it exceeded the rates contempo- 
raneously maintained by the Chesapeake & Ohio and Pennsyl- 
vania to Relee and Rosslyn, Va. 

The Commission further found that the maintenance of 
rates from mines in the Pocahontas, Tug River and Clinch Valley 
districts on the Norfolk & Western and mines on the Virginian 
to destinations named in the complaints higher than the con- 
temporaneous rates from mines on the Chesapeake & Ohio in 
the New River district to the same destinations and. from mines 
in the Thacker and Kenova districts on the Norfolk & Western 
higher than those from mines on the Chesapeake & Ohio to the 
same destinations was and would be unduly prejudicial to the 
complainants in the sub-numbers. 

The carriers proposed to remove the undue prejudice by 
making a rate of $3.38 from the.more distant districts to all 
destinations named in the original report, except to Potomac 
Yard. 

The Commission suspended the increases, reopened the for- 
mal docket cases, held further hearing, with the result that the 
examiner made the recommendations hereinbefore set forth. 


DAMAGED SHEETS AND PLATES 


Another effort to define defective or damaged sheets. and 
plates and other iron and steel articles so that they have the 
billet rate, which is also the scrap iron rate, has been madé by 
Examiner E. H. Kerwin, in No. 17640, Wrought Washer Manu- 
facturing Co. vs. Pere Marquette et al., the original report in 
which was made in 136 I. C. C. 703, and the cases joined with 
it for hearing and disposition. 

In his report Kerwin said the Commission should find unrea- 
sonable the rates on defective or damaged sheets and plates 
and on certain other iron and steel articles, from and to points 
in official classification territory. Reparation, he said, should 
be awarded. 

One of the cases joined with this was I. and S. No. 3107, 
waster plates or sheets between points in central freight asso- 
ciation territory. In the schedules suspended in that case the 
Chesapeake & Ohio and the Big Four proposed to substitute 
new descriptions for the commodities involved. Kerwin said the 
Commission should find not justified the proposed changes in 
descriptions and rates on waster sheets and plates, but that 
the finding should be without prejudice to those carriers filing 
new schedules in conformity with the description outlined and 
recommended by. him. 

The I. and S. case was heard jointly with the Ohio com- 
mission on account of the carriers in that state proposing 
changes in the description applicable on intrastate shipments. 
The cases covered by this report, other than the ones nientioned, 
are: No. 20934, Globe Machine & Stamping Co. vs. Baltimore 
& Ohio et al.; No. 20784, Wilkoff Co. vs. Akron & Barberton Belt 
et al.; No. 20205, C. Hager & Sons Hinge Manufacturing Co. vs. 
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Santa Fe et al.; No. 20639, Watson Brothers Steel Co. et al. vs. 
New York Central et al.; No. 20639 (Sub. ‘No. 1), Bettcher 
Stamping & Manufacturing Co. et al. vs. Cleveland, Cincinnati, 
Chicago & St. Louis et al.; No. 20639 (Sub. No. 2), E. P. Bart- 
lett & Co. et al. vs. New York Central et al.; and No. 20848, 
Merwin Manufacturing Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al. 

This case arose out of the wrought washer case, in which 
it was discovered that the carriers had varying descriptions 
and different practices in handling shipments of rolling mill 
waste of the sorts herein covered, the carriers serving the washer 
company insisting, because the waste sheets and plates used by 
it, or cuttings from other forms of iron and steel, were not 
remelted, they were not entitled to the billet rates which were 
also the rates on scrap iron and steel. They assessed class 
rates on shipments of the waste material from which the washer 
company made washers. It was developed, in the course of 
that case, that some ot the carriers had gone to the extent of 
inquiring into the business and equipment of the consignee in 
determining the rate to be applied on a particular shipment; 
so that if a consingee happened to be a steel mill equipped to 
remelt the material the scrap rate was applied, while if the 
consignee had no remelting facilities and put the material to 
some use which did not entail remelting, the scarp rate was not 
applied, even though the material was identical in kind. The 
Commission, in the original report in the wrought washer case, 
said that such a method of applying rates was clearly inde- 
fensible and that there could be but one rate on like shipments 
of the same commodity between the same points. 

Kerwin went into a detailed description of the various com- 
modities composing the class of materials involved, including 
defective or damaged’ sheets and plates. His finding on the 
main point other than that reparation was due, follows: 


The Commission should find, in Nos. 20934, 20784, 20205, 20848 
and 20639 and Sub. Nos. 1 and 2 thereto, that the rates on the 
articles under consideration, viz., (a) mill warmers and other 
defective or damaged sheets, plates, skelp, steel and iron strips, 
and band iron and band steel; (b) crop ends, consisting of pieces 
sheared from the ends of steel and iron sheets, plates, skelp, 
strip iron and strip steel, and band iron and band steel, each of 
such pieces having a.fish-tail end; (c) side shearings, consisting 
of pieces sheared from the sides of steel and iron sheets, plates 
and other steel and iron articles, with one or more sides unsheared 
and not straight as to edge; (d) cut-downs, consisting of pfeces 
sheared from the ends of steel and iron articles after the fish- 
tails have been removed, or from the sides of such articles, with 
straight edges on all sides; (e) old and imperfect plates of dis- 
mantled boilers; and (f) old and imperfect floor plates; all of 
miscellaneous unassorted lengths, widths and gauges, loaded léose 
at random in. open-top cars without bracing, blocking and cover- 
ing, in carloads, in so far as those articles are covered by the 
consolidated complaints and from and to the interstate origin 
and destination points and groups named therein, were, are, and 
for the future will be unreasonable to the extent that they ex- 
ceeded, exceed, or may exceed the rates contemporaneously in effect 
on billets, in carloads, from and to the same points and groups. 
These findings should be applied also in No. 17640, in so far as 
they relate to defective or damaged sheets and plates other than 
be nie 9 uta and to pieces of skelp and strip steel less than 10 
eet long. 


On issues other than the main one, Kerwin said, the Com- 
mission should find that the evidence did not warrant a finding 
that the rates on bar iron ‘and steel seconds, steel and iron pipe 
and tubing seconds, or crop ends of billets and blooms were 
or are unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. He said an allega- 
tion of unjust discrimination had not been sustained as to any 
of the complainants and that the Commission was without juris- 
diction over the intrastate movements included in the complaints. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


No. 19427, Henry Marble Co. et al. vs. Baltimore & Ohio 
et at. Petition of Central Railroad of New Jersey, Pennsyl- 
vania and Lehigh Valley for reconsideration, and complain- 
ants’ petition for reconsideration and argument, denied. 

No. 19443 and Sub. 1, Merchants’ & Manufacturers’ Traffic 
Bureau et al. vs. Kansas, Oklahoma & Gulf et al. Proceeding 
reopened for rehearing at such time and place as the Commis- 
sion may hereafter direct. 

No. 18477 and Sub. 1, California Peach & Fig Growers vs. 
Santa Fe etal. Complainant’s petition for rehearing or recon- 
sideration and modification without hearing denied. 

No. 20482, Sub. 3, 4 and 5, United States Potters’ Associa- 
tion vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al. Complainants’ request that 
their complaints be dismissed granted. 

No. 19825, Goodwillie-Green Box Co. vs. Milwaukee et al. 
Complainant’s petition for reconsideration on record as made 
and oral argument denied. 

I & S. No. 3037, elimination of routing on grain from 
western territory to New Orleans, La., and points on New 
Orleans & Northern. Petition of Southern Railway System 
Lines for reconsideration denied. 

No. 14729, Standard Oil Co. (Calif.) vs, Santa Fe et al. 
Complainant’s petition for rehearing, or, in the alternative, 
reargument, denied. R 

, No. 18813, Wm. S. Merrell Co. vs. Burlington et al. Motion 
of complainant for reconsideration of order denying complain- 
ant’s petition for reopening, denied. 
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No. 18580, National Paper Products Co. vs. New York 
Central et al. Defendants’ petition for reargument denied. 

No. 18884, Nashville Grain Exchange vs. Louisville & 
Nashville et al. Petition of Louisville & Nashville for reconsid- 
eration denied, in view of action of division 3 in reopening 
case for further consideration. 

No. 20116, Shreveport Chamber of Commerce vs. Houston 
& Shreveport et al. Complainant’s petition for rehearing 
denied. , 

No. 19449, American Zinc Products Co. vs. Baltimore & 
Ohio et al. Complainant’s petition for further’ hearing and 
reconsideration denied. 

No. 19812, Woodward & Son vs. Southern et al. 
ing reopened for consideration on record as made. 

No. 17962, United States Bedding Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
Complainant’s petition for reconsideration and modification 
denied. 

No. 17409 and Sub. 1, Southern Glass Co. vs. Galveston, 
Harrisburg & San Antonio et al. Proceeding reopened for 
reconsideration. 

No. 18183, intrastate rates on coal to East St. Louis, IIl. 
Petition of east side interveners and protestants, East St. Louis 
Chamber of Commerce, East Side Manufacturers’ Association 
and St. Louis Gas & Coke Corp. for reargument and reconsid- 
eration upon record as made, denied. 

No. 18811 and Sub. 1, Texas Pacific Coal & Oil Co. vs. 
Santa Fe et al. Complainant’s petition for rehearing and peti- 
tion of Independent Oil & Gas Co. for leave to intervene denied. 

No. 18884, Nashville Grain Exchange vs. Louisville & Nash- 
ville et al. Proceeding reopened for further consideration. 

No. 19898, Western Carolina Shippers Association et al. vs. 
Asheville Southern et al. Order entered in this proceeding on 
March 12, 1928, dismissing the complaint therein, is vacated 
and set aside and proceeding reopened for further hearing. 

No. 16701, Federated Metals Corp. et al. vs. Pennsylvania 
et at. Complainant’s petition for further hearing and further 
consideration denied. 

No. 18332, John F. Barker Produce Co., et al. vs. Arizona 
Eastern et al. Complainants’ and defendants’ petitions for re- 
hearing denied. 

No. 18876, Henry Snyder vs. Erie et al. 
ened for reconsideration. 

No. 19056, B. B. Browne Produce Inc. et al. vs. Florida East 
Coast and No. 19639, Peninsula Produce Exchange vs. Balti- 
more, Chesapeake and Atlantic et al. Complainants’ petition for 
oval argument and/or reconsideration on question of*reparation, 
denied. 


No. 21474 Little Rock Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. Ab- 
erdeen & Rockfish et al. Tennessee Products Corp. and Helena 
Traffic Bureau permitted to intervene. 


No. 21604 Dewey Portland Cement Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
Nebraska State’ Railway Commission permitted to intervene. 

No. 20276 Allied Packers, Inc., et al. vs. Abilene & Southern 
et al. Armour & Co., Wilson & Co., Inc., the Cudahy Packing 
Co. and Swift & Co. permitted to intervene. 


No. 21481 Central Illinois Petroleum Marketers and Con- 
sumers Association et al. vs. Alton & Eastern et al. Traffic 
Bureau of Davenport, Ia., Chamber of Commerce, permitted to 
intervene. 


No. 21605 Ainsworth Filling Station et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
Nebraska State Railway Commission permitted to intervene. 


No. 21578 Jonesboro Freight Bureau et al. vs. Louisville & 
Nashville et al. Illinois Coal Traffic Bureau permitted to in- 
tervene. 


No. 21691 Barnett Lumber Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
Chicago & North Western dismissed as party defendant. 

No. 17840. Ceramic Traffic Assn. vs. Pennsylvania et al. 
Defendants’ petition for rehearing or reconsideration denied. 

No. 19040 (and Sub. 1) Texas Sugar Refining Co. vs. Ala- 
bama & Vicksburg et al. Complainant’s petition for rehearing 
denied 

No. 20132 (and Sub. 1) Rodney Milling Co. et al. vs. St. 
Louis-San Francisco et al. The order entered in these proceed- 
ings on October 18, 1928, which was by its terms made effective 
December 20, 1928, on 5 days’ notice, has been modified to be- 
come effective .on February 5, 1929, on 5 days’ notice. 

No. 19153, Fitchburg Gas & Electric Light Co. vs. Boston 
& Maine et al. Proceeding is reopened for further hearing, and 
the Boston & Maine’s petition denied in view of action of division 
2 in reopening this case for further hearing. 

No. 21262, Green Bay Association of Commerce et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al. Janesville Chamber of Commerce permitted to 
intervene. 

No. 21638, Lee Clay Products Co., Inc., vs. C. & O. Ry. et al. 
Lexington Board of Commerce permitted to intervene. 

No. 21593, National Mortar & Supply Co. vs. Pennsylvania 
et al. American Lime & Stone Co. permitted to intervene. 

I. and S. No. 3105, lumber from Florida points to eastern 
territory. Petition filed on behalf of Atlantic Coast Line and 
others for postponement of effective date of order herein and 


Proceed- 


Proceeding reop- 
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for reopening and reconsideration, and for oral argument befor 
Commission, denied. 

No. 19328, Indianapolis Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. Chi. 
cago & North Western et al. Proceeding reopened for recop. 
sideration on record as made. 

No. 19696 (and Subs. 1 to 3, incl.), Bedford Pulp & Paper 
Co. vs. Chesapeake & Ohio et al. West Virginia Pulp & Paper 
Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 16939, Railroad Commissioners of State of Florida ys, 
Aberdeen & Rockfish et al. The above entitled proceeding, ip 
so far as it relates to rates on oranges and grapefruit, is re. 
opened for further hearing for purpose of determining whether 
defendants have given proper effect to that portion of the report 
therein, at page 626, which reads as follows: 

Rates to destinations located between western trunk-line territory 
and transcontinental territory should be equitably graded as between 
the rates prescribd to the most westerly points in western trunk-line 
territory and the rate of $1.80 prescribed to transcontinental territory, 
and to determine, what, if any, further findings and order should 
be made, in order to bring the present rates into conformity 
with the Commission’s views as above set forth. 

No. 18863, James S. Bussey, Jr., trustee, vs. Atlantic Coast 
Line et al. Proceeding reopened for reconsideration. 

No. 16819, Ames Shovel & Tool Co. vs. Frisco et al. De- 
fendants’ petition for rehearing and/or reargument denied. 

No. 19747, Morris Gofnick et al. vs. Rock Island. Motion 
of defendant to reopen case for reconsideration on present record 
and for reargument, and petition of complainants to reopen 
said case for further evidence and for modification, denied. 

No. 19344, J. A. Folger & Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
plainant’s petition for reconsideration denied. 

No. 19356, Simon Newman Co. vs. Los Angeles & Salt Lake 
et al. The order heretofore entered therein dated October 17, 
1928, which by its terms is effective January 5, 1929, is modified 
so as to become effective February 5, 1929. 

No. 18945, West Lumber Co. et al. vs. Southern et al. De- 
fendants’ petition for reargument and further consideration with 
respect to award of reparation, denied. 

No. 18490, Allied Packers, Inc., et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
Proceedings reopened for reargument. 

No. 19256, Sam C. Weber vs. Nashville, Chattanooga & St. 
Louis. Complainant’s petition for reconsideration denied. 

No. 19464, Michael-Swanson-Brady Produce Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al. Complaint dismissed. 

No. 16361, United Zinc Smelting Corp. vs. Baltimore & 
Ohio et al. Complaint dismissed. 

No. 21286, American Crate & Basket Co. vs. Missouri Pacific 
et al. Complaint dismissed upon complainant’s request. 

No. 21447, Hoffman & Curtis et al. vs. Chicago & North 
Western et al. Complaint dismissed upon complainants’request. 

No. 21380, Chamber of Commerce of Traverse City, Mich. 
et al. vs. Chicago & North Western et al. Fruit Growers Can- 
ning Co., Door County Fruit’ Growers Union; The Reynolds 
Preserving Co. and Door County Chamber of Commerce per- 
mitted to intervene. 

No. 21482, Inland Empire Manufacturers’ Association, vs. 
Abilene & Southern et al. California White & Sugar Pine 
Manufacturers Association permitted to intervene. 

No. 21655 (and Sub. 1), Traffic Bureau Aberdeen Chamber 
of Commerce et al. vs. Milwaukee et al: Chamber of Commerce 
of Fargo, N. D., permitted to intervene. 


No. 19913 (and Sub. No. 1 to 3 incl.), Sweeney, Lynes & 
Co. vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al. and No. 20501 (and Sub. 1), 
Peninsula Produce Exchange vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al. 
Proceedings reopened for reargument and disposition in report 
in No. 20520, Carolina Shippers’ Association Inc. vs. Atlantic 
Coast Line et al. 


No. 16527, Augusta Cotton Exchange vs. Georgia & Florida. 
Petition filed by J. E. Tilford, chairman, Southern Freight 
Association, for and on behalf of all carriers parties to this 
proceeding for modification of fourth section order 9871, cotton 
between points in southern territory, entered therein, denied. 

No. 19201, American Potash and Chemical Corp. vs. Great 
Northern et al. Proceeding reopened for reconsideration on 
record as made. 


Com- 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


No. 17004, Chemical Lime Co. et al. vs. Bellefonte Central 
et al., and No. 17217, George C. Meyer et al. vs. Bellefonte Cen- 
tral et al. Complainants in both proceedings and W. A. Fye, 
intervener in No. 17217, ask for reconsideration of Commis- 
sion’s findings and its decisions, 136 I. C..C. 333, and 147 I. C. 
C. 285, so far as the same pertain to unreasonableness under 
section 1, and to grant a further hearing in No. 17217 for pur- 
pose of enabling complainants and intervener therein to sub- 
mit new and additional evidence and evidence supplemental, 
and subsequent in point of time, to the evidence of record at 
close of hearing on October 6, 1925, upon issues of undue 
prejudice to petitioners and damages to which the said com- 
plainants and intervener were subjected at all times through- 
out the whole of the period from a date beginning two years 
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prior to the filing of the complaint herein to and including 
February 24, 1928. 

No. 20230, Portland Co. vs. New Haven et al. Defendants 
ask for rehearing or reargument therein and for postponement 
of @ffective date of the order awarding reparation therein. 

No. 21206 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 4, inclusive), Wichita Cham- 
per of Commerce vs. Santa Fe et al. The Topeka Chamber of 
Commerce, party complainant in No. 21206, Sub. 2, and inter- 
yener in No. 21206 and Sub. Nos. 1, 3 and 4 thereto, have asked 
the Commission to consolidate No. 21206 and Sub. Nos. 1, 2, 3 
and 4 thereto; to have joint hearing or hearings upon a con- 
golidated record with respect to the matters complained of in 
the five complaints and for a‘joint decision. 

Finance No. 6706, in the matter of application of Prince 
George & Chesterfield for authority to construct a line of rail- 
road between Bellwood and Hopewell, Va., and finance No. 6811, 
application of Seaboard Air Line for authority to acquire con- 
trol, by acquisition of stock and lease, of railroad and other 
properties of Prince George & Chesterfield. The Norfolk & 
Western, intervener, asks for reargument before the whole Com- 
mission and for revocation of order entered by the Commission, 
division 4, November 21, 1928. 

No. 18256, Aroostook County Chamber of Commerce et al. 
vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish et al. Complainants ask for reopening 
and argument before the entire Commission. 

No. 17906, National Canners’ Association et al. vs. Ann Ar- 
por et al. The complainant and the Railroad Commission of 
Wisconsin and Armour & Co., interveners, ask for reopening, 
reargument and reconsideration. 

No. 15474, Charles Wolff Packing Co. vs. Arkansas Western 
et al. The defendants have filed supplemental petition for re- 
consideration upon record as made and for modification of the 
Commission’s decision and order. 

No. 20266, Merchants’ and Planters’ Plant Food Co. vs. 
Louisville & Nashville et al. Complainants ask for rehearing 
therein. 

No. 19353, Southwestern Milling Co., Inc., vs. Rock Island 
et al. Complainant asks for modification and enlargement of 
Commission’s findings and order issued in this proceeding de- 
cided October 26, 1928. 

No. 16527, Augusta Cotton Exchange et al. vs. Georgia & 
Florida et al. .-Defendants ask for reconsideration and post- 
ponement of effective date of fourth section order No. 9871, 
cotton between points in southern territory. 

No. 16078, and Sub. 1, Waggoner-Gates Milling Co. vs. Santa 
Fe et al., and No. 16078, Sub. 2, Waggoner-Gates Milling Co. vs. 
Santa Fe et al. Complainant asks for rehearing or reargument. 

No. 21206 (and Sub. Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 4 thereto), Wichita 
Chamber of Commerce vs. Santa Fe et al. The Salina Cham- 
ber of Commerce, complainant in No. 21206, Sub. 3, and inter- 
venor in No. 21206, and Sub. 1, asks the Commission to consol- 
idate No. 21206 and Sub. Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 4 thereto for joint 
hearing upon a consolidated record and for a joint decision of 
the matters involved in these five complaints. 


HOCH-SMITH COTTONSEED 


The Commission has set No. 17000, part 8, Hoch-Smith cot- 
tonseed, its products and related articles for further hearing, 
together with the fourth section applications linked with it, 
before Examiners Money and Esch, at 10 a. m. on the dates 
and at the places that follow: February 7, 1929, Atlanta, Ga., 
Biltmore Totel; February 18, 1929, Fort Worth, Texas, Texas 
Hotel; March 6, 1929, Chicago, Ill., Sherman Hotel; March 11, 
1929, New York, N. Y., Pennsylvania Hotel. 

These hearings are set for the purpose of receiving the 
remainder of the carriers’ testimony and such rebuttal testi- 
mony as the shippers may have, says the Commission’s notice. 
In those instances where the carriers’ additional testimony 
refers to particular complaints, it says the carriers should advise 
complainants of the place and approximate date upon which 
such testimony will be presented. The Commission says it is 
expected that at the above-named points all interested parties 
will conclude the presentation of their evidence in this pro- 
ceeding as it is intended to conclude the hearings, and set the 
time for the filing of briefs. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


In I. and S. No. 3215, the Commission has suspended from 
December 20 until July 20 schedules as published in supplement 
No. 7 to Boyd’s I. C. C. No. A-1881, and supplement No. 7 to 
Jones’ I. C. C. No. 2062. The suspended schedules propose to 
cancel present proportional commodity rates on ferro-silicon, 
carloads, from Ohio River crossings to certain destinations in 
Illinois, Iowa and other states and to apply higher class rates 
in lieu thereof. 

In I. and S. No. 3216, thte Commission has suspended from 
December 20 until July 20 schedules as published in supplements 
Nos. 1 and 2 to joint tariff, Boyd’s I. C. C. No. A-1923 and Jones’ 
I. C. C. No. 2111. The suspended schedules propose to increase 
the commodity rates on agricultural implements, carloads, from 


THE. TRAFFIC WORLD 





1417 


La Porte, Ind., to Texas Gulf ports, for export. The following 
is illustrative, rates being in cents per 100 pounds: i 


oe La Porte, Ind., to Galveston, Tex., present 38%, proposed 


In I. and S. No. 3211, the Commission has suspended from 
December 15 to July 15 schedules as published in supplement 
No. 38 to Wilson’s tariff, I. C. C. No. A-193. The suspended 
schedules propose to increase the carload rate applicable on 
crude sulphur (brimstone) from Baltimore, Md., to Hamilton, 
Ont., Canada, from 25 cents to 28 cents per 100 pounds. 

In I. and S. No. 3212, the Commission has suspended from 
December 15 to July 15 schedules as published in supplement 
No. 24 to Canadian National tariff, I. C. C. No. E-191. The sus- 
pended schedules propose through rates on lumber, carloads, 
in lieu of present combination rates, from Canadian origins to 
destinations on the Long Island Railroad, resulting in increases 
in some instances and no changes in others. The following rates 
on lumber, carloads, in cents per 100 pounds, are illustrative: 


+ —To— 
Jamaica and Long 


Island City, N. Y. Mineola, N. Y. 


From Pres Prop. Pres. Prop. 
I, MO, 5 04009 5 600 de 0900” 34 35.6 37 37 
Me. WOM, Ihe Becccccccccsvccece 38.5 40 41.5 41.5 
Pe, Ws Bis conccscscvesses 46.5 48 49.5 49.5 


In I. and S. No. 3213, the Commission has suspended from 
December 15 to July 15 schedules as published in supplements 
Nos. 4 and 6 to Louisville & Nashville Tariff, I. C. C. No. A15924. 
The suspended schedules propose to cancel present commodity 
rates applicable on celery and lettuce, carloads, from Carmi and 
several adjacent Illinois points on the L. & N. R. R. to Evans- 
ville, Ind., leaving higher class rates to apply on such traffic. 
The following is illustrative: Rates in cents per 100 pounds on 
celery and lettuce, carloads, from Carmi, Ill., to Evansville, Ind.: 
Present, 10; proposed, 21. 

In I. and S. No. 3214, the Commission has suspended from 
December 15 until July 15, schedules as published in supple- 
ment No. 5 to Lowry’s tariff, I. C. C. No. 160. The suspended 
schedules propose to cancel the present commodity rates on 
zinc concentrates, carloads, from Austinville, Va., to certain 
destinations in Illinois, Indiana and Missouri and to apply 
higher class rates in lieu thereof. 


SOUTHWESTERN RATES 


Director Hardie, of the Commission’s bureau of traffic, on 
December 20, held in Washington a short hearing in No. 13535, 
the southwestern class rate investigation, on the application of 
both shippers and carriers, for a rearranging of the groupings 
in southwestern Texas so as to permit that territory to be 
grouped, especially in respect of rates on fruits and vegetables, 
on traffic via Kansas City and St. Louis to the territory west 
of the Ohio-Indiana line on practically the same basis as on 
traffic using the Mississippi River gateways south of the Ohio. 
The desire of the carriers and the shippers directly involved 
was expressed by U. S. Pawkett, of the South Texas Chamber 
of Commerce, and other shipper interests, W. C. Beaman, of 
the Texas-Mexican and Texas & New Orleans, and P. H. Coon, 
of the Missouri Pacific. There was no desire on the part of 
either carriers, shippers or observers on the part of shippers 
not directly interested who attended the hearing for arguments, 
either orally or on brief. The whole matter, therefore, was 
submitted for decision on the record as made. 

The Commission, by means of a third supplemental order 
in I. and S. No. 3130, the suspension proceeding growing out 
of the southwestern class rate investigation, has revived the 
original suspension of items on sewer pipe and articles included 
in the sewer pipe commodity items. That has been done by 
suspending cancellation suppleménts which were filed when the 
original suspension was vacatéd. Suspension of the cancellation 
supplements has the effect of reviving the order creating the 
case last July. 

That substantial progress had been made toward agreement 
between the parties in docket 13535, consolidated southwestern 
cases, reopened with respect to class and commodity rates be- 
tween Chicago, Kenosha, Racine and Milwaukee, Wis., Zion, 
Ill., Wisconsin, and the upper peninsula of Michigan, on the one 
hand, and southwestern territory, on the other, was the con- 
sensus of those present at the close of the third and final hear- 
ing in the reopened case, at Chicago, before Examiner Fuller, 
December 18. 

Some additional testimony was taken in the course of the 
day, but most of the time was given over to informal discussion. 
Following summaries of their positions by representatives of 
interests involved, the case was closed with the understanding 
that there would be no briefs filed, and no oral argument or 
proposed report by the examiner, in so far as the adjustment 
between the southwest, on the one hand, and Chicago and Mil- 
waukee and the intervening territory, on the other, was con- 
cerned. It was thought that the issues were so clearly drawn 
that the case might properly go directly to the Commission. 




































































1418 THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


As to the rest of Wisconsin and the upper peninsula of Michigan, 
it was thought that part of the adjustment could be worked 
out satisfactorily between the shippers and carriers, once the 
rates had been set between Chicago-Milwaukee and the south- 
. west. 

Thomas F. Millane, counsel for Milwaukee, Racine, Kenosha 
and Zion, in summing up, said that, as a compromise, the in- 
terests represented by him were willing to accept a schedule of 
rates placing Milwaukee on a parity with Chicago to and from 
the southwestern territory on and west of a line drawn from 
Neosho, Mo., to Laredo, Tex., through such points as McAllester, 
Okla., Denison, Waco, Austin and San Antonio, Tex., and, to 
the territory east of that line, a “fading” differential basis, Mil- 
waukee over Chicago, starting with 9 cents in group one in the 
southwest, as defined in the Commission’s report, and decreasing 
1 cent, approximately, for every three groups. The groups re- 
ferred to were destination groups set out in the report in con- 
nection with the establishment of Chicago over St. Louis on a 
differential basis. He further stipulated that, in the territory 
east of the Neosho-Laredo line, Zion and Kenosha should take 
@ differential of 6 cents over Chicago to group-one poitfts, con- 
tinuing that into the territory to the group at which the Mil- 
waukee differential over Chicago was reduced to 6 cents. The 
9-cent and 6-cent differentials were settled on, as that repre- 
sents the differential bases over Chicago from Milwaukee and 
Zion-Kenosha, respectively, on traffic to the southeast. 

As an alternative to that adjustment, Mr. Millane said that 
an adjustment giving Milwaukee the Chicaog basis to the terri- 
tory on and west of the Kansas City Southern, and 9 cents over 
Chicago to the territory east would be acceptable. In the event 
the alternative basis was prescribed, he held that Zion and 
Kenosha should take a differential of 6 cents over Chicago to the 
territory east of the Kansas City Southern. 

E. B. Boyd, chairman, Western Trunk Line Association, 
summed up the carriers’ position by saying that they were 
willing to give Milwaukee and the territory intermediate be- 
tween Chicago and there the same rates as Chicago to the ter- 
ritory on and west of the Kansas City Southern, in the event the 
Chicago first class rate was increased 5 cents, and, to points 
east of that line, Milwaukee should take a basis 9 cents higher 
than the existing Chicago rate, with Waukegan on the Chicago 
basis and an adjustment of the Kenosha and Zion differentials 
in line with that applicable to southern classification territory. 

As an alternative, he proposed that Milwaukee take the 
Chicago basis to the territory on and west of the Neosho-Laredo 
line, 5 cents over Chicago in a buffer territory lying between 
that line and the Kansas. City Southern, and 9 cents east of 
the Kansas City Southern, with a corresponding adjustment of 
the Kenosha, Zion rates. : 


C. E. Hockstedler, representing the Chicago Association of 
Commerce, said he was neither opposing nor supporting the 
petition of the Milwaukee interests; that he had no objection 
to according Milwaukee the same basis as applied between Chi- 
cago and the southwest, “with the distinct understanding. that 
the ‘Chicago rates were not to be increased” and without preju- 
dice to Chicago in any proceeding involving relationships be- 
tween Chicago and its principal competitors which, he said, were 
mainly in the east and at St. Louis. 

At the first hearing of the reopened case (see Traffic World, 
September 22), the interests represented by Mr. Millane asked 
that the Chicago-Milwaukee group be restored to the entire 
southwest, as it had been prior to the effectiveness of the rates 
prescribed in 13535. As a result of the decision in that case, 
Milwaukee was placed approximately 10 cents over Chicago, 
first class. At the same hearing, Mr. Boyd suggested that Chi- 
cago and Milwaukee take the same basis to the territory on 
and west of the Kansas City Southern with an increase of 5 
cents in the Chicago rate to give consideration to the increased 
mileage of the group over the Chicago distance. 

In the course of various committee meetings and the hear- 
ings held since, serious objections to that adjustment have de- 
veloped largely due to fourth section difficulties that would be 
encountered along the line of the Kansas City Southern and 
inability to agree as to the measure of the rates. The Neosho- 
Laredo line, as the breaking point between territory to which 
Milwaukee and Chicago should take the same rates and that to 
which they should be differentially related, was suggested by 
the examiner at the present hearing, hoping to escape the fourth 
section difficulties. He also made the suggestion of a buffer 
territory between the Neosho-Laredo line and the K. C. S., where 
the differential should be less than to the territory east of the 
Kansas City Southern. Considerable time was also given to 
consideration of a plan to “fade out” the differential with in- 
creasing distance on the basis of the 24 destination groups set 
up by the Commission in the territory on traffic from St. Louis 
and Chicago, but numerous objections to that were presented. 

Testimony was presented by J. E. Kraseman, traffic man- 
ager, Colgate-Palmolive-Peet Company, representing Milwaukee, 
Racine, Kenosha and Zion; L. R. Martin, traffic manager, Oliver 
Chilled Plow Works, South Bend, Ind., and an exhibit was intro- 
duced by Mr. Boyd presenting information which had been 
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asked for, with reference to the adjustment between C. F, 4 
territory and the southwest. 

According to Mr. Boyd the rates fixed from C. F. A. points 
to the southwest in docket 13535, based on differentials, wer 
“in nearly all cases,” higher than would result from an extension 
of the 13535 mileage scale. Chicago and Milwaukee had ratg 
slightly under the rate that would result from an extension o 
the mileage scale, he said. 

Mr. Kraseman presented exhibits relative to fourth section 
violations that would result from grouping Milwaukee and (hj. 
cago to territory on and west of the Kansas City Southern anj 
the maintenance of a differential relation to the territory: 
also showing the existing situation as to rates to adjacent 
points on opposite sides of the Mississippi River south of 
the Ohio. It was his contention that the only reason given for 
keeping Milwaukee 9 cents over Chicago in accordance with 
the carriers’ suggestion, on traffic to territory east of the line 
of the K. C. S., was that that differential existed on traffic to 
territory east of the Mississippi. He said the differential sit. 
uation had always existed with respect to southern classification 
territory east of the Mississippi. He said the differential sit. 
respect to all southwestern territory would minimize fourth 
section difficulties and would still give the carriers adequate 
revenue. 

The testimony introduced by Mr. Martin was for the purpose 
of showing the adjustment from South Bend “for comparative 
purposes.” “ 

The examiner instructed counsel for. the Wisconsin com- 
mission to notify the Commission within sixty days after its 
decision with respect to the Chicago-Milwaukee portion of the 
case as to whether a further hearing was desired with respect 
to the rest of Wisconsin and the upper peninsula of Michigan. 


CASING-HEAD REPARATION 

Eastern trunk line and central freight association carriers, 
in No. 14995, Phillips Petroleum Co. vs. Santa Fe et al., 123 
I. C. C. 724, have asked for reopening or suspension of the rep- 
aration order, dated October 23 (see Traffic World, November 
24, p.. 1168), in which division 2 awarded reparation for $145, 
024.13. They ask for reopening or suspension of the order 
because, among other things, the question of rates on casing- 
head or natural gasoline, the commodity involved in the case 
carrying the large reparation order, is embraced not only in 
another complaint filed by the same complainant, but also in 
No. 17000, part 4, the Hoch-Smith petroleum investigation, and 
also in No. 18458, the general petroleum investigation instituted 
earlier than the Hoch-Smith case. The two general inquiries 
have been merged. 

The carriers .estimated that reparation amounting to $1,000,- 
000 was involved in cases pending at the time the decision 
in the Phillips case was: made or filed as a result thereof. They 
also pointed out that, while the original decision, 123 I. C. C. 724, 
was without prejudice to any different conclusion which might 
be reached. in the more comprehensive proceedings now pend- 
ing,’ there was no way provided for a return of the money, 
ordered to be paid not later than January 2, if, in the general 
investigation, the Commission should come to the conclusion 
that the rates on natural or casing-head gasoline, from points 
in Oklahoma to destinations in New York and New Jersey, were 
not unreasonable. The carriers said that the only ‘way they 
could be protected was by reopening or suspension pending 
final decision of the issues involved which were also under con- 
sideration in the general petroleum investigation. The com- 
plainants, they pointed out, ‘would not lose anything, because, 
if the decision made in the Phillips case were upheld by the 
decision in the general investigation, they would: be given rep- 
aration with interest at the rate of 6 per cent. 


SAFETY DIRECTOR’S REPORT 

“The condition of safety-appliance equipment has been grad- 
ually improving for a number of years, until now it is the best 
it ever has. been since our inspection began,” said W. P. Borland, 
director of the bureau of safety of the Commission, in his report 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1928. 

In certain locations, however, he added, the required atten- 
tion was not being devoted by carriers to inspection and main- 
tenance of safety appliances. 

“It has been found,” he continued, “that certain terminal 
switching companies continue to receive and deliver defective 
cars in interchange due to lack of adequate inspection and re- 
pair work. Also, in some sections of the country private car- 
riers deliver cars in solid trains to interstate carriers when the 
safety-appliance equipment is defective and out of repair. The 
movement: of these trains over the lines of interstate carriers 
with safety appliances in defective condition is a menace to 
employes.” 

Mr. Borland said that in the year the introduction and use 
by the railroads of the standard box car, as adopted by the 
American Railway Association, had progressed in a satisfactory 
manner. Standard designs for hopper and refrigerator cars were 
now under consideration by the association, said he. 
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THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


A Limited Train for 


by THESE luxurious days we like 
a little comfort with our travel. 
Ocean liners are like magnificent 
floating hotels. Passengef trains offer 
the traveler anything from a sump- 
tuous dinner-to a shave and haircut. 


This being the case even live stock 
can quite properly expect to ride in 
de luxe fashion. 

That is the Pennsylvania’s reason 
for running “Man O’ War’—a lim- 
ited train for live stock. This big 
freight, named and scheduled like 
any passenger limited, brings in its 
cargo of cattle and hogs on time— 
just as the passenger flyer discharges 
its human burden promptly. 

And though the best of service is 
rendered to patrons—there’s no extra 
fare. ah 

“Man O’ War” swings out of, the 
Chicago yards every evening to begin 
its run to Eastern Markets. All its 
four-footed passengers are comfort- 
ably settled in large well-equipped 


four-footed passengers 


patio ere 


23 - 
aA % 


stock cars of the most modern type— 
the kind that afford plenty of fresh 
air and sunlight for the trip. 

“Man O’ War” doesn’t carry a 
diner, but everybody eats together 
the following evening at the Pitts- 
burgh Union Stock-Yards where the 


cuisine is unsurpassed. 
And to ward off fatigue there’s a 


Here are some other Pennsyl- 
vania freight trains whose 
regular on schedule perform- 
ances have earned them dis- 
tinctive names: 


‘‘UNCLE SAM” 
Perishable Freight 


St. Louis to Seaboard Cities 


“THE YANKEBE’’ 
Perishable — Merchandise 
New England to Chicago 


“THE GAS WAGON”’ 
Merchandise 
Detroit to Seaboard Cities 


“Man O’ War” ts one of the most 
important trains in the great fleet of 61 
named Pennsylvania freights that have 
set remarkable records for regularity 








WAR” 






and dependability of on time arrival. 
Month after month these ‘‘Limiteds of 
the Freight Service’ have held to their 
schedules rigidly. 


five hour rest period here, after which 
the stock hops aboard again and 
“Man O’ War’ pulls out on the final 
lap of its journey to Eastern Markets. 


Shower baths for 
“High Hat” hogs 


When the weather’s sultry and “Man 
O’ War” has hogs aboard, the great 
American institution of the shower 
bath comes into play. At watering 
stations along the route the cars.con- 
taining hogs are drenched frequently. 
Could-even the most particular hog 
ask more? 

Live stock coming.off the Chicago 
Market as well as shipments from 
other Western Stock Yards routing 
through the Chicago Gateway are 
carried by this dependable Pennsyl- 
vania freight train. And “Man O’ 
War’s” consistent on schedule ar- 
rivals at Eastern Terminals have 
won for it a big reputation with ship- 
pers in the live stock trade. 


Carries more passengers, hauls more freight than any other railroad in America 


PENNSYLVANIA KRaliILROAD | 
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NORFOLK TIDEWATER TERMINALS /NC. KEYSTONE WAREHOUSE CO. 
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erminals 

ocate d Modern Equipment- 
Fast Service-LowRates 


ENTRALIZED supervision and operation assures 
high efficiency and uniform service to vessels and 
4 | cargo interests alike. Waterside storage eliminates one or 
two transfers. Large electric elevators provide for safe 
movement of merchandise. Direct transfer Ship- Rail 
(except in New York, where the terminal is located with- 
in “free lighterage limits”) provides for the handling of 
cargoes with utmost safety and dispatch. Fire-proof build- 
ings with modern equipment bespeak low insurance rates. 


An organization rendering efficient, economical service 
to great numbers. 





Cie ead Sel 





BOSTON TIDEWATER TERMINAL, INC. NORFOLK TIDEWATER TERMINALS, INC. 





J. M. Hoffman, V. P. & Gen’l Mgr. J. A. Moore, Manager 
666 Summer Street, Boston, Mass. Norfolk, Va. 
ATLANTIC TIDEWATER TERMINALS KEYSTONE WAREHOUSE CO. “ 
G. W. Green, V. P. & Gen’! Mgr. W. S. Bishop, Gen’! Mgr. 
17 State Street, New York Seneca and Hamburg Sts., Buffalo, N. Y. 
PHILADELPHIA .TIDEWATER TERMINAL MERCHANTS WAREHOUSE CoO. 
G. M. Richardson, Gen’l Mgr. & Treas. Snowden Henry, Supt. , 
10 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia 10 Chestnut St., Philadelphia 


RICHARD D. JONES, Western Traffic Mgr. 
1646 Transportation Bldg., Chicago 


W. B. McKINNEY, Secretary and Treasurer 
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| aS HARVEY C. MILLER President 
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Loss and Damage Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
es a taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter 


tem, published by West Publis Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
“ Copyright, 1928, by West Publishing Co.) 









BAGGAGE 


(Supreme Court,- Appellate Division, First Department.) 
Where traveling merchant paid excess value of trunk checked, 
and disclosed contents as linens and embroideries intended for 
sale, and railroad did not show merchant did not intend to take 
orders for similar merchandise, trunk was properly carried as 
“sample baggage,” under Interstate Commerce Commission rule 
4 subd. (c), though intended for sale, if, in fact, used as sam- 
ples, and railroad was liable for loss thereof, under baggage 
tariff rule 19, imposition of liability not contradicting any public 
policy—Araje vs. Pennsylvania R. Co., 231 New York Supple- 
ment 245. 


Miscellaneous Decisions 
Traffic Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


at ord taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter 
ystem, published by West Publish = Boek St. Paul, Minn. 


yright, 1928. by West Publishing Co.) 





REGULATION OF CARRIERS 


(District Court, S. D., New York.) Interstate Commerce 
Commission’s report and findings, under interstate commerce 
act, paragraph 15-a, 49 USCA, paragraph 15-a, after investigation 
as provided by section 19-a, that carrier, which has accepted 
provisions of transportation act, paragraph 209, 49 USCA, para- 
graph 77, had earned surplus income, and request for remittance, 
held not reviewable under Judicial Code, paragraph 207, 28 
USCA, paragraph 41 (27), note; such report, findings and request 
being merely steps preliminary to reviewable order.—Brooklyn 
Eastern Dist. Terminal vs. United States et al., 28 Federal Re- 
porter (2d) 634. 

That carrier may suffer in its credit because of report and 
findings by Interstate Commerce Commission, under interstate 
commerce act, paragraph 15-a, 19-a, 49 USCA, paragraphs 15-a, 
19-a, of surplus earnings, and request for payment thereof, fur- 
nishes no equitable basis for restraining enforcement of findings, 
or for declaring them to be invalid, notwithstanding such pro- 
ceedings were not reviewable unti! final order had been made. 
—Ibid. 

(Circuit: Court of Appeals, Fourth Circuit.) Railroad, in 
leasing portion of its right-of-way for uses not connected with 
discharge of its duty as carrier may lawfully provide that it 
shall not be liable for negligence resulting in damage to property 
placed on the leased premises, notwithstanding fact that railroad 
cannot contract against liability for negligence with respect to 
the performance of its duty as common carrier.—Southern Ry. 
Co. vs. Stearns Bros., Inc., 28 Federal Reporter (2d) 560. 

*Cortract must be construed as a whole, and in the light of 
the purpose for which it was made.—Ibid. 


Provision in railroad’s lease of right-of-way, exempting rail- 
road from liability for loss, injury, or damage to paving ma- 
terials and machinery stored’ thereon by lessee, held to apply 
to concrete mixing plant used by assignee of lessee, notwith- 
standing fact that at time of damage to the mixing plant it was 
being actually operated, and not “stored” in the technical sense. 
—TIbid. 

Where assignee was in possession under lease contract cov- 
ering use of part of railroad’s right-of-way, terms of. contraet 
should be treated as extended by implied consent to cover the 
use actually made of property.—Ibid. 


Assignee of lessee of part of railroad’s right-of-way, taking 
property for storage of paving materials and machinery under 
agreement that railroad should not be liable for loss or injury 
to the property, though resulting from railroad’s negligence, 
could: not recover from railroad damages to concrete mixing 
plant being actually operated on property, even if plant was not 
within scope of contract, since plaintiff could not hold possession 
under lease and repudiate its conditions.—Ibid. 

Rule limiting meaning of general terms after the enumera- 
tion of particulars, to things of the same general class, is merely 
rule of construction, and does not apply where contrary intention 
appears.—Ibid. 

Lease of ‘part of railroad’s right-of-way, with understanding 
that property stored thereon was “subject to risk of destruction 
or damage by fire set by locomotives, * * * or may be other- 
wise damaged ..or destroyed, or may be stolen, * * * and 
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that the railroad company shall not be responsible * * 4 
for any such loss, injury, or damage, whether the same result 
from the negligence of the railroad company or otherwise,” hej 
to exempt railway company from liability for damage from othe 
causes, as well as from fire.—Ibid. 

(Court of Appeals of Alabama.) Generally, consignor, cop. 
signee, and carrier of freight are alike charged with notice 
lawful rate as fixed by the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
and no excuse which operates as an evasion of that rate igs q 
law a defense of proved violation thereof; mistake, inadvertence, 
honest agreement, and good faith being alike unavailing— 
Robert S. Armstrong & Bros. Co. vs. Rowland, 118 Southern Re. 
porter 502. 


QUESTIONS I. C. C. JURISDICTION 


The Erie and other defendants, in No. 16531, Hamersley 
Manufacturing Co. vs. Erie et al., have asked the federal court 
at Newark, N. J., to enjoin the order of the Commission re. 
quiring them to establish a rate of 10 cents on wood pulp, not 
later than January 10, from Hoboken to Garfield, N. Y., on the 
ground that that rate is not within the jurisdiction of the federa] 
body. The latter took jurisdiction on the ground that the traffic, 


_ imported from European countries, was subject to its jurisdiction 


because the broker in New York acted only as an agent and 
that from the time the pulp was placed aboard steamers at 
foreign ports there was a continuing intent that it should be 
transported to Garfield (see Traffic World, November 24, p, 
1169). The court set the case for hearing December 17. E. M. 
Reidy was designated to represent the Commission and Elmer B, 
Collins, the United States. 





FRAUDULENT BILLS OF LADING 


The Commission has been advised that Charles Harold 
Pratz, secretary of Pratz, Kime & Pratz, Inc., a shipper of hay 
and grain, at Waterloo, N. Y., has been indicted by the federal 
grand jury in the Buffalo, N. Y., district on seven coutns. Six 
of them accuse him of negotiating and transferring, for value, 
with intent to defraud, fictitious and: fraudulent bills of lading. 
The other accuses him of altering a genunine bill of lading so 
as to make it appear that it covered a commodity other than 
the ‘one really covered. 

It is alleged that Pratz negotiated six fictitious bills. of 
lading purporting to represent six carloads of grain delivered 
to the New York Central when, as a matter of fact, no grain 
was tendered by Pratz or anybody else to the carrier as pur- 
porting to be shown by the pieces of paper. 

As to the seventh bill, the allegation is that it was issued 
to cover a carload of hay, but changed, both as to commodity 
and as to weight, so that it purported to show that a load of 
grain, much heavier, than hay, had been shipped when, as a 
matter of fact, Pratz knew that the bill covered a shipment of 
hay. 
The bills were negotiated through banks at Clyde, N. Y., 
and the officers of the banks were the complaining witnesses 
in the case as worked up for the grand jury by E. M. Ebert, a 
representative of the Commission’s bureau of inquiry. The 
negotiation of the bills, the indictment says, was in violation 
of section 41, of the bills of lading act, the purpose of which 
is to surround bills of lading issued by railroads with a sanctity 
that will enable them to be used freely as bank paper in the 
transaction of commerce among the states and with foreign 
nations. 





ACCIDENT REPORT RULES 


The Commission has amended the requirements in its order 
of June 21, 1911, respecting telegraphic reports from the rail- 
roads as to casualties resulting from any collision, derailment 
or other accident on their lines so as to require information as 
to persons seriously injured; also so that reports will be made, 
under the heading of collision, collisions with motor vehicles 
at grade crossings resulting in the death or serious injury of 
any passenger, employe, or other persons riding on the trains 
involved in such collisions. 

The requirements that reports be made where persons are 
seriously injured and collisions with motor vehicles that result 
in serious injury or death of persons on railroad trains are new. 
The amended order defines serious injury as meaning one suffi- 
cient, in the opinion of the reporting officer, to incapacitate the 
injured person from following his customary vocation or mode 
of life for a period of more than three days in the aggregate 
in the ten days immediately following the accident. 

It is estimated that the new requirements will necessitate 
the aera of about 4,800 additional telegraphic reports an- 
nually. 


CHANGE IN DOCKET 


Hearing in 21375 set for Chicago, before Examiner Disque, 
December 15 was postponed to January 22 at Chicago. 
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A MISSING 
TARIFF 


can cause a lot of trouble. It may 
be the cause of getting out a car 
today that could have been held 
over until tomorrow to take 
advantage of a reduction. It may 
mean a lost opportunity to hurry 
out a car today to forestall 
tomorrow’s advance. 


And every traffic manager knows 
the delay and grief incident to set- 
tling overcharge and undercharge 
claims resulting from shipping 
under rates that: have been revised 
without his knowledge. 


The traffic department in which 


The Traffic Bulletin 


is checked over each week 
is spared these expenses 
and annoyances, for in 
THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 
is printed a complete list of 
the tariffs filed with the Com- 
mission in the current week 


Last week’s TRAFFIC BUL- 
LETIN contained over thirty other 
items of almost equal importance 
to the shipper. May we send you 
a copy? 


The Traffic Bulletin 
418 S. Market St. Chicago, Illinois 
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THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


CLONES 


Ghe 
Port of Houston 


Ranks Eighth 
in Tonnage Handled | 
Ranks Fourth in Export Tonnage 


be beer figures were compiled by the 
United States Shipping Board Bureau 
of Research, Division of Statistics, and are 
contained on their comparative statement 
of business handled during the fiscal year, 


1927-28. 


A 
Merry Christmas 
A 


\ Happy New Year / 


The tremendous increase 
of tonnage being handled 
by The PORT OF HOUS- 
TON clearly shows that 
shippers realize the advan- 
tages of using this Port 
for the handling of their 
shipments. 


Facilities for handling 
both import and export 
freight at the PORT OF 


‘ HOUSTON are of the 


finest and assure the ship- 
per at all times of prompt 
and efficient handling. Rail 
transportation is of the 
very best, 18 railroads 
serving Houston — large 
warehouses and _ gigantic 
industries line the shores of 
this deepwater channel. 


Goods consigned to or 
from the Great Southwest 
will always find quicker, 
safer handling when routed 
through The PORT OF 
HOUSTON. 


Send today for FREE copy of the 
PORT BOOK 


Address 


DIRECTOR OF THE PORT 


5th floor, Courthouse 


HOUSTON 


TEXAS 











The Mountain-Pacific Rate Structure—Part [1—The North Pacific 
Coast Freight Bureau Rate Adjustment 


The North Pacific Coast Freight Bureau Territory embraces 
Washington, Oregon, Idaho, and western Montana, the states 
constituting the “Inland Empire” of the Pacific Northwest. The 
western section of the territory is bounded by the Pacific Ocean 
and penetrated by Puget Sound and by the Columbia, Snake and 
Williamette rivers. Along the northern border are the Canadian 


provinces of British Columbia and Alberta.. South of the district 





Table No. 1 
INTRASTATE CLASS RATES BETWEEN REPRESENTATIVE 
DISTRIBUTIVE POINTS IN WASHINGTON 
Rates in Cents Per One Hundred Pounds 


et en tenn a ermnemmn TC SSG ¢ Seen anne te rm a 
5 A B Cc D E 


34 27 20 17 14 

33 33 26 20 16 13 
Between Seattle and Aberdeen— 

4 41 34 34 27 20 17 14 

20 16 12 10 8 

27 22 16 14 11 

i. : 19 19 15 11 9 7 
Bet Seattle an oquiam— 

4 sate 58 48 - 41 34 34 27 20 17 14 


North Pacific Coast Freight Bureau Tariff No. 1-E, I. C. C. No. 217. 


Between Seattle and aes all 


Between Seattle and \ ete - seal 


Between Seattle ane Tacoma— . 

Between Seattle and Bellingham— 
4 38 32 27 

Between Seattle and Everett— 
31 26 22 





is the territory of the Pacific Freight Bureau, and along the 
eastern borders are the Rocky Mountains. 


Intrastate Rate Structures 


/ 


The four states comprising in whole or in part the North 
Pacific Coast Freight Bureau Territory are distinguished by the 
use of distance scales of maximum class rates. These scales 
of rates have been prescribed by the respective state commis- 
sions or established by the carrier of the states on their 
own volition. These distance scales are, in some states, sup- 
plemented by so-called distributive scales used in connection 
with traffic betwen points that rank as jobbing or distribution 
centers. In several of the states scales of mileage rates higher 
than the standard distance scales are used in connection with 


Table No. 2 


GENERAL DISTANCE RATES 
® Rates in Oents Per One Hundred Pounds 


‘parnsicniuilepiisiantiaamticiinen ent etaentepitngibiniperniiticenres, 
3 4 5 A B Cc D E 


s: 2 10 8 6 5 
29 se... 14 11 
43 34 26 21 17 


57 45 34 28 23 
Over 195 but not over 200 miles— 


1 ae. § 71 56 42 35 28 
Over 245 but not over miles— 
3 144 #118 101 85 85 68 61 42 34 


4 
Oo 295 but not over 300 miles— 
ve . 1 13 118 99 99 79 59 49 39 


yA but not over 350 miles— 
er " 179 106 §6106 84 63 53 42 


148 127 
ante on the C. M. St. & P. Ry., 
A and Washington; nt P, Ry. in 
& N. Co. in Oregon; Pacific 


Note “—- 5 miles— 1s 
Over 45 but . oon — 
Over 95 but not over 100 miles— 


Over 145 but not over 150 les— 
113 96 


Rates apelicehte re 
& Serene Ba 
ashington an e n; O 
Coast tee Rk points, egon 8. P. e 8S. Ry. * Oregon and Washington. 
Rates graded upward by five mile blocks. 





traffic to and from stations on branch lines, while the standard 
distance rates are used on main line traffic. 


Washington Rates 


Intrastate rates between points in Washington are generally 
made on a distance scale of maximum prescribed bythe Public 
Service Commission of Washington. A lower scale of rates, 


known as the Washington distributive scale, is used between 
the cities and towns that are the distributing centers of the 
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state. Among these centers are Seattle, Spokane, Tacom 
Olympia, Aberdeen, Centralia, Bellingham, Yakima, Walla Walla, 
Everett, Chehalis, Hoquiam, Wenatchee, Pasco, and Kennewick, 
Washington. 

The intrastate distributive scale is based on a mileage ‘scale 
of interstate rates prescribed by the Interstate Commerce Com. 
mission in 1911 as a maximum scale of interstate rates for 
traffic moving between Portland, Oregon, and Seattle and Ta. 


Table No. 3 






WASHINGTON DISTANCE RATES 
Rates in Cents Per One Hundred Pounds 


1S 0 epee tenets Sirens 
5 A B Cc D E 



















1 2 3 
Over 45 but not over 50 miles— 
18 15 13 10 8 6 6 


25 20 15 13 10 
39 31 23 20 16 
48 38 29 24 19 









Over 95 _ = over 100 miles— . 
Over 145 but not over 150 miles— 
7 66 55 47 39 
Over 195 but not one a 
Over 245 but not over 250 miles— 
9 76 4 64 51 38 32 25 
Over 295 but not over 300 miles— 
141 120 99 86 71 71 56 42 35 28 
Over 345 but not over 350 miles— 
157 133 110 94 79 79 ~ 63 47 39 31 
setraotate traffic between 


. R. & Navigation Co. 
except as provided 




















































Rates applicable on Washington 

points on G. N. Ry., N. P. Ry. and O. W. 
rail stattions in Oregon and Washinoton 
otherwise. 












coma, Washington, and points in Washington, Oregon, Idaho 
and Montana.’ The rates of both the interstate and intrastate 
distributive scales have, of course, been changed by the effects 
of the horizontal rate increases and decreases since 1911. 

Other rates in Washington are made by the carriers as 
exceptions to the distributive or distance scales in order to 
avoid fourth section departures via one railroad. The rates of 
the distance scale are about ten per cent higher than the dis- 
tributive scale. The former rates are observed as maximum 
rates on all intrastate traffic. Departures from strict distance 
rates are also found between certain points and on certain com- 
modity traffic in order to permit the rail lines to meet water 
competition, where such competition exists.2, Representative dis- 


Table No. 4 


OREGON INTRASTATE Class RATES BETWEEN PORTLAND 
AND POINTS IN OREG 


Rates in tie Per ane Pores y a 
sse 
1 2 3 4 B c D E 
Between Portland and Salem, 52.8 miles— 
34 11.5 10.5 


29.5 25 22.6 20 20 16 
Between Portland and Albany, 80.1 miles— 

39.5 365. 29.6 27 22.5 11.5 
11.5 


20 17 
31 25 


22.5 20 16 

Between Portland and Corvallis, 88.0 miles— 
39.5 35.5 29.5 27 225 22.5 20 16 
Between Portland and Eugene, . .7 miles— 


3 5 
Between Portland and Roseburg, 198.4 miles— 
101 86 70 61 1 1 41 


Between Portinnd and Glendale, 263.1 miles— 
119.6 101.5 84.5 1 47.5 
poetireee, ~— _ a. a 2 


Between Portland and a. - Oe. 6 
146.5 124 103 87.5 73.5 
Between Portland and The Dalles, 84 
65 55.5 45 39.5 33 
Between Portland and Pendleton, 288 
101.56 87.5 71 61.5 651 
Between Portland and LaGrande, 216 miles— 
128.5 108.5 90 78 5 65 51 f 33 


werent Portland and Cages ber ~ 4 ee 7 
= ake ee 1.5 ~ 8.5 6 


34 


17 


tributive and distance scale rates are shown in Tables 
No. 2 and No. 3. 


Oregon Intrastate Rates 


The Oregon Railroad Commission, which has jurisdiction 
over intrastate traffic’ and rates in that state, established a 
standard distance scale for traffic moving between points in 


121 I, C. C. 640. 
r representative class and commodi 


+ rates see N 
Coast Freight Bureau Tariff No. 1-, 1. C.@ No 212 en Pact 




















pecember 22, 1928 THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Looking Toward Tomorrow 


Investigate 
Today 


aw 
OUSTON 
The Natural Distribution Headquarters 
for the SOUTHWEST— 


Located fifty miles from natural deep water, 
onthe Ship Channel, Houston is recognized 
as the greatest of all inland ports, a fact 
that has played a great part in the remark- 
able growth of this city and its increasing 
importance as a distributing and manufac- 
turing center serving the Southwest. 


Reman Senter > Immediately surrounding Houston are 
morrow, investigate 


‘aditas lay wabiieg tas sixty-four of the wealthiest and most pro- 


a personal survey of ductive counties in Texas. 


what Houston has to : re 
olin ts ie nee Complete transportation facilities as repre- 


ular line of business. sented by |7 leading railway lines, con- 
| nect Houston with Oklahoma, Arkansas, 
Louisiana, New Mexico and the produc- 

tion centers of Texas. 


To most profitably and economically serve 
this territory the wholesaler, manufacturer 
or distributor should be “on the ground” 
with headquarters at Houston. 


INDUSTRIAL DEPARTMENT 


CHAMBER of COMMERCE 


HOUSTON, TEXAS 
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that state more than a decade ago. This scale, like the Wash- 
ington distributive scale, is based originally on the distributive 
scale prescribed by the Interstate Commerce Commission in 
1911 for application between the distributing centers in Wash- 
ington and Oregon and points in the four states comprising the 
North Pacific Freight Bureau Territory. 

A scale of mileage rates higher than the standard distrib- 


Table No. 5 
IDAHO INTRASTATE CLASS RATES 


Rates in Cents Per One Hundred Pounds 


Lf IN ONSET WR WE eee ae er ne 
1 2 A B D E 
Between Boise and Minidoka, 206 i iles— 
. 3.5 70 58 


Cc 


49.4' 47 41 ‘ 22.5 


Between Pocatello and lah Fall, 50. A miles— 
9.5 2.5 21.5 15 20 16 11.5 


Between Ketchum and Shoshoné, 69.4 —~ Aa 
7.5 68 47.5 41 3 34 7 
Between Pocatello and Mackay, 109.4 miles— 
59 47 36.5 33 31 


28.5 25 
Between Lewiston and Orofino, 43 miles— 
52 44 36.5 31 25 25 21.56 16 





utive scale is applied as the maximum basis for class traffic 
moving to or from points on branch lines of railroads in Oregon. 
The maximum branch line distance rates are ten per cenf higher 
than the standard main line scale rates for corresponding 
distances. 

Numerous departures from the distance plan of making class 
and commodity rates are found in force between points in Ore- 
gon where water competition causes the rail carriers to depress 
class and commodity rates below the normal basis of the strictly 


Table No. 6 


MAXIMUM DISTANCE RATES, OREGON SHORT LINE R. R. 
Rates in Oents Per One Hundred Pounds 


a nn mmm TLS SS mee 
3 4 5 A B Cc D E 


10 miles or less— 
15.5 14.56 18.5 11.5 8 8 8 6.5 6.5 5 
(5 mile block gradations up to 400 miles) 
Over 45 miles and not over 50 miles— 
3 28.5 28:5 22.5 20 14 
Over 95 miles and not over 100 miles— 
7 42.5 42.5 34 29.5 
Over 195 miles and not over miles— 
141 119.5 98.5 84.5 70 70 56.5 
Over 295 miles and not over 300 miles— 
168 137.5 118 98.5 98.5 79 
Over 395 miles and not over 400 miles— 
225 191.5 157.5 135 112.5 112.5 
(10 mile block gradations up ~ 8 ations” 
Over 490 miles and not over 500 mil 
53.5 215.5 177.6 152 126. 5 “126. 5 101.5 
Over 590 miles and not over 600 miles— 
281.5 239 197 169 141 141 112.5 





distance rates. The steamboat services available between Port- 
land and points on the Columbia and Williamette rivers tend to 
reduce intrastate all-rail rates between Portland and a number 
of points located on or near these rivers.’ Typical class rates 
are shown in Table No. 4. 


‘ Idaho Intrastate Rates 
Intrastate rates in Idaho are usually based on distance, 


Table No. 7 


REPRESENTATIVE MONTANA INTERSTATE CLASS RATES 
Rates in Cents Per One Hundred Pounds 
ae ae. en Ss ee 
1 2 3 4 5 
Between Butte and Helena, 73.1 miles— 
2 62 44 6.5 381 31 2 
Between Butte and Great Falls, 402.7 miles— 
153.6 131 107 8 62 47 ‘ 31 
Between Great Falls and Billings, 234.6 miles— 
123 104 = 86 5 63 68 49.5 86.5 
Between Helena and Great Falls, 98.1 miles— 
78 665 55.5 47 $9.5 39.5 31 24.5 16 
Between Darby and Billings, 419.5 miles— 
135 112.5 96 80.5 80.5 5 47.5 33 
56.5 
44 


39.5 


18.5 13 


Between ‘Missoula and Billings, 356. 1 miles— 
143. 21 100.5 86 7 5 


Between ‘Boulden — Havre, ast miles— 


1 5 52 
Between Miles Ci ity and Haugan, 666.5 miles— 

213 80 149 1285 107 107 84.5 63.5 
Between Butte one Miles city, 405 miles— 

156.6 132.5 110 79 79 62 47 


Between Harlowton and Saivdiota. 62.5 miles— 
52 44 36.5 31 27 27 21.5 16 





usually on higher bases per ton-mile than the rates in the west- 
ern section of the North Pacific Freight Bureau Territory. Rel- 


~~ ‘$Southern Pacific Company Freight Tariff No. 235-H, ot 2% No. 


ga North Pacific Coast Freight Bureau Tariff No. 2 a, . c ‘SC, 
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atively light traffic, steep grades, and other difficult operg 
conditions contribute to the higher basis of rates. The 
on class and commodity traffic moving intrastate are fixeg 
the carriers, subject to review before the Public Utilities Cop, 
mission of Idaho.‘ 

Representative Idaho intrastate and distance rates are show, 
in Tables Nos. 5 and 6. 


Intrastate Rates in Montana 


The class and commodity rates applicable in  intrastat 
commerce within Montana are, in strict reality, not within thy 


Table No. 8 









MONTANA INTRASTATE a RATES _ REPRESENTa- 
TIVE DISTANCES, C. M. ST. P. & P. RY. 


Rates in Cents Per One Hundred Pounds 


lasse 
2 3 4 5 A B Cc D 


21 17.5 15 1l 12.5 9 7.5 6.5 
38.5 31 27 22.5 22.5 185 14 11.5 
61 49.5 x 35.5 35.5 28.5 21.5 18.5 
86 70 61 51 51 41 31 25 
108.5 90 78 65 65° 51 38.5 33 
132.5 108.5 92.5 78 78 62 47 
126.5 108.5 92 92 
145.6 124 104 104 J 62 
162 137.5 115 115 


purview of this article, but some reference should be made to 
them because, in general, the same plan of construction is used 
in making them as is used in constructing intrastate rates in 
Washington, Oregon, and Idaho. Moreover, the interstate rates 
between these states and Montana are constructed on the ad- 
justments used in making rates in North Pacific Coast Freight 
Bureau Territory. 

Mileage rates constructed on standard distance scales are 
used on general class traffic between virtually all points in 
Montana, except the distribution centers between which rates 
are constructed on a distributing scale, lower than the standard 


mileage scale. 
Representative interstate class rates between distribution 


Table No. 9 


INTERSTATE CLASS RATES NORTH PACIFIC FREIGHT 
BUREAU TERRITORY 
Rates in Cents Per One Hundred Pounds 


TLS 8 aan ne ne | 
4 5 A B Cc D E 


1 2 
Between Pocateéella, oe and Spokane, Wash 
227.5 194 170.5 142 117 117 92 74.5 61 49.5 


Between Pocatella, Ida., and Portland, Ore.— 
70.5 142 117 117 92 74.5 61 49.5 


Between Boise, Ida., and Portland, Ore.— 
182 155 136.5 108.5 92 73.5 55.5 45 36.5 
73.5 55.5 45 36.5 
Between Nampa, Ida., and Portland, Ore.— 
153.5 126.5 108.5 90 90 72 63.5 45 36.5 
Between Nampa, Ida., and Seattle, Wash.— 
180 153.5 126.5 108.5 90 90 72 53.5 45 36.5 


Between Boise, I 


Between Portland, Ore., and Seattle, Wash.— 
68 58 48 41 34 34 27 20 17 14 


Between Tacoma, Wash., and Seattle, Wash.— 
4 34 2 24 20 20 16 
Between Chymghe. Wash., and. Seattle, Wash.— 
57 4 40 34 29 29 23 17 14 11 
Between Aberdeen, Wash., and Seattle, Wash.— 
58 48 41 34 34 27 


20 17 14 
Between Seattle, Wash., and Butte, Mont.— 
254 216 78 152 127 127 102 76 64 51 
Between Portland, Ore., and Helena, Mont.— 
21 1 152 127 127 102 76 64 51 
Between Tacoma, Wash., and Great Falls, Mont.— 
254 216 152 127 127 102 76 64 51 
Between Seattle, Wash., and oe. Mont.— 
225 191 158 135 113 113 90 68 56 45 
Between Portland, on and Billings, Mont.— 
307 261 184 154 154 123 2 17 61 


12 10 8 


centers and between other points are shown in Table No. 7. 
The standard distance rates of the C. M. St. P. & P. are shown 
for representative distances in Table No. 8. 


Intrastate Commodity Rates 


Distance scalés of commodity rates or commodity rates 
based on relationships to class rates are found in all of the 
states in North Pacific Coast Freight Bureau Territory. These 
rates: have been established as a result of orders of the. state 
commission or by action of the carriers. Exceptions to West- 
ern Classification and specific commodity rates made to move 


‘For typical rates see O. S. R. R. Tariff No. 2074-M, Cc. 
No. 2531, O. 8S. L. Circular No. 2100-8 C. C. No. 2418 Fy * North 
Pacific Coast Freight Bureau Tariff No. Cc, LC. C! No. 215. 
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Why Shippers Like the Barge Line 


hie a 1. It insures a substantial saving in freight charges 
—15 to 20 per cent under all-rail rates. 


— 2. Freight shipped on barges is carefully handled, 
J well protected, and arrives in splendid condition. 
E 

. 3. Loading merchandise on the barges and transfer 


. to rail are carefully and efficiently performed. 


20 


. Ship Your Goods 
: by Federal Barge Line 


4. There is no jolting, jarring, and shifting of freight 
in transit because the barges sail smoothly and steadily. 


36.5 ; ° ° ° 
For Savings, Service, and Satisfaction. 5. Federal Barge Line transportation is dependable 
fl All inquiries promptly and courteously , : 
47 answered. Address the nearest repre- and prompt. Regular schedules are maintained. 
sentative. 
Birmingham, Ala. . 
ade to 822 Brown Marx Bid i j 
5 ee 6. All siaiene ane" promesty adjusted, without any 
t M of me i 1 
—2 : Dopey annoying “red tape” or long, tedious delays. 
he ad H. T. Anderson, Gen. Agt. 
, Chi , Iil., ° ° ° ° 
reight 521 Austia Bide, 7. The Federal Barge Line’s bill of lading gives 
ohnson, Gen. Agt. w 7 
28 are Minneapolis, Minn., more protection than any carrier in the world pro- 
its in 523 Marquette Ave., 3 5 a 
eaten an vides. The only damage or loss the barge line is not . 
incinna 1, 
ndard 41 Cen. Life Bldg. : : ee . 
1413 Union Cen. Life Bldg. liable for is that caused by acts or omissions of shipper. 
ution Mobile, Ala., 


315 Van Antwerp Bidg., 
H. M. Wilson, Com. Agt. 


Dallas, Tex., ° ° ° ° © ° y 
26 ae ican, Fe. Aat Mississippi-Warrior Service 
“1207 Fed. Com, Trust Bids. FEDERAL BARGE LINE 
J. F. Ward, Gen. Agt. OPERATED BY THE SECRETARY OF WAR, GOVERNOR 
Houston, Tex., THE INLAND WATERWAYS CORPORATION Maj. Gen. T. Q. ASHBURN, CHAIRMAN of the BOARD 
260194 Iss Isabella St., 
Golden, Com. Agt. W. M. Hough, Traffic Mer., C. E. Becker, Asst. T.M. 
St. Paul, Minn., 320 Magazine St., (Solicitation), 
1417 Pioneer Bidg.. ga 320 Magazine St. 
Elmer Cordes, Gen. Agt. New Orleans, La New Orleans La. 
Los Angeles, Cal. : , 
807 Pac. Elec. 1 Bldg. | J. P. Higgins, Trat. Mgr. H. E. Ruddiman, Asst. T. M. 
- Krueger, Com. Agt. ) LE (Solicitation), (Solicitation), 
- yee . h 1204 Federal Com. Trust Bidg., 521 Austin Bldg., 
T. B. Esty, Pac. Coast Rep. mt St. Louis, Mo. Chicago, Iil. 





es 
1e 
se 
te 
t- 
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Goods unloaded from barges to covered wharfboat for conveying by truck to freight house. 
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the traffic and to meet competition, and not on distance scales, 
are to be found in great numbers in all of the intrastate rate 


adjustments. 
Interstate Rates 


Interstate rates between points in North Pacific Coast 
Freight Bureau Territory are made in a number of ways and 
on a variety of bases. 

Between Seattle and Tacoma, Washington, and Portland, 
Oregon, the leading distributing centers of the western portion 
of North Pacific Coast Freight Bureau Territory, and points on 
the Columbia and Williamette rivers, the rates are depressed 
substantially below the normal distance rates in order to enable 
the railroads to meet water competition and to place these 
north Pacific cities in favorable position with respect to San 


Table No. 10 


CALIFORNIA-OREGON INTERSTATE SCALE OF MAXIMUM 
DISTANCE RATES 


Rates in Cents Per One Hundred Pounds 


41 a. aie : 4 5 A B Cc 
10 mfles and und 
25 21, OT 14.5 one - 12.6 10 7.5 


Over 10 miles but not “$x fle 
Le ise 13.5 10.5 7.5 


22.5 18.5 
e block Ol up to 40 miles) 
22.6 22.5 18 13.5 


(10 mile Block progressions over 40 miles up to 420 
Over 90 miles but not over 100 miles— 
61 49.56 42.5 35.5 35.5 28 21 
Over 190 miles but not over 200 miles— 
101.5 86 40.5 30.5 


51.5 38.5 

Over 390 miles but not over 400 miles— 
15 132.5 108.5 92.5 78 78 62 46.5 
Over a Faas et over 500 miles— 


(5 m 
Over 40 Qmites, Sy not over 50 miles— 
45 31 27 


Over 290 miles but not over 300 miles— 


38.5 
26.5 108.5 92 92 73 54 45.5 
Over 590 miles but not over 600 miles— 
207 176 145.5 124 103.5 103.5 83 62 52 


Southern Pacific Company’s Tariff No. 729-D, I. C. C. 4303 


Francisco. These depressed rates were permitted by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission." Many of these depressed rates 
have been subsequently increased, in some cases to the level 
of the distributive scale rates.® 


Between Portland and Seattle and interior points in Ore- 
gon, Washington,- Idaho, and Montana, the class rates now gen- 
erally in effect are those originally prescribed by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, changed horizontally by the percentage 
increases and decreases between 1918 and the present. 


Group rates in place of specific mileage class rates or dis- 
tributive scale rates are used in connection with traffic moving 
between Idaho and Washington and Oregon, while basing rates 
are used between Montana and points in the states east of 
Montana. 

Rates between typical important centers are shown in Table 
No. 9. 

Fourth section relief has been granted by the Commission 
to the carriers serving California, Oregon, and Washington to 

s 


Table No. 11 


DISTANCE COMMODITY RATES—SELECTED ITEMS 
Rates in Cents Per One Hundred Pounds 
Distances Brick Fertilizer Sand 
Not over 5 mil 4.5 2.5 3 
5 mile Fe me a from 5 to 100 miles) 
Over 95 miles but not over 150 miles ' s 10 
(15 mile blocks 155 to 200 miles) 
Over 185 miles but not over 200 miles 
5 mile blocks 200 to 350 miles) 
Over 200 miles but not over 225 miles 
Over 325 miles but not over 350 miles 


St. P. & P. Ry. points in Wash- 
ington; .G. N. Ry. points in Washington and ‘Oregon; N. P. Ry. 
points in Washington and Oregon; O R. R. & N. Co. points 
in Oregon and Washington; Pacific Coast “Ry. points, and S. P. & 
S. Ry. points in Oregon and Washington. 


Rates Sees between C. M. 


construct class and commodity rates between San Francisco 
and other California points, on the one hand, and points in 
Oregon, Washington, and Idaho, on the other, in order to meet 
water competition, not only at the ports, but at interior points 
where the influence of water competition is reflected. 

In cases where water competition does not exist, rates are 
made by the carriers subject to maximum distance scales such 
as that of the Southern Pacific Company, representative rates 


521 I. C. C. 640, 64 I. C. C. 159, 69 I. C. C. 197, 
#128 1. C. C. 108. 


and 74 I. C. C. 207. 
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of which are shown in Table Neo. 10. Commodity rates are aj, 
made on distance scales such as the scale shown in Table No, 1, 


Author's ig a correct page 1187, second column, im. 
mediately above Table November 24 1938, to read, after “ 
Transmarine Corporation y te Port canoe and Beaumont, "ss 
follows: ‘‘The service of the Transmarine Corporation between’ Por 
Newark and Beaumont, Tex., has been discontinued. This company 
now operates intercoastal service between Port Newark and 
Angeles, San Antonio and Oakland, Calif., and between Mobile, Aj, 
and these Pacific Coast ports.” 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Revenue freight loading the week ended December 8 totale 
984,352 cars, as compared with 899,786 cars the preceding wee, 
and 877,676 and 992,455 cars in the corresponding periods of 1997 
and 1926, respectively, according to the car service division of 
the American Railway Association. Compared with the pre. 
ceding week increases were reported in the loading of all com. 
modities the week ended December 8. The weeks are not con. 
parable, however, as the week ended December 1 included , 
holiday. 

Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended De 
cember 8 and for the corresponding period of 1927 was reported 
as follows: 









Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 8,777 and 7,804; live 
stock, 3,466 and 3,355; coal, 44,054 and 39, 553; coke, 2,434 and 2,270: 
wy products, 4,600 and 4,073; ore, B55 and 877; merchandise, 

C. L.. 70,273 ‘and 65,197; miscelianous, rh 777 and 71, 132; total, 1928, 
vi, 939; 1927, 194, 261; 1926, 

Al legheny district: Geta ona grain products, 4,740 and 3,454; live 
stock, 2,504 and 2,259; coal, 47,858 and 39,064; coke, 5,368 and 4,331; 
forest products, 2,989" and "2,274; ore, 3,476 and 1,559; merchandise, 
i. Ge ,210 and 53,442; miscellaneous, 79,278 and 66, 730; total, 1925) 
200,423; "1927, 173,113; 1926, 203,671. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 242 and 205; live 
stock, 121 and 108; coal, 42,108 and 31,537; coke, 404 and a J forest 
products, 1,606 and 1,386; ore, 80 and 192: merchandise, ie C. L., 713 
and 7,584; miscellaneous, 5,794 and 4,962; total, 1928, 57, 356: 1927, 
46,390; 1936, 61,4 

Southern dletvict: Grain and grain products, 4,570 and 3,292; live 
stock, 2,010 and 2,033; coal,,28,624 and 26, wal coke, 571 and 484; forest 
products, - 21,301 and 19, 111; ore, 1,103 and 1 237; merchandise, 2 L, 
41,650 and 41, 725; miscellaneous, 54, 430 and 49, 781; total, 1928, 154,259; 
1927 143,686; "1926, 162,694. 

Northwestern’ district: Grain and grain products, 15,600 and 
10,437; live stock, 10,414 and 8,801; coal, 9,964 and 10,739; coke, 1,399 
and 1,557; forest’ products, oa 730 and 13, 487; ore, 574 and 530; mer- 
chandise, L. C. 28,314; miscellaneous, 30,847 and 26,817; 
total 1938, 115, 244; > igar $00. robe 1926, 113,602. 

Central district: Grain and grain products, 16,314 and 13,491; live 
stock, 12,207 and 11,618; coal, 19,415 and 18 ,832; coke, 334 and 402; 
forest products, 9,626 and 9,015; ore, 3,963 and 3,260: merchandise, 

4,109 and 38,470; miscellaneous, 56,076 and 52,505; total, 1928, 
152, rs “1927, 142,593; 1926, 1 331. 

Southwestern district: oe and grain products, 6,476 and 5,551; 
live stock, 2,975 and 3,605; coal, 7,067.and 6,679; coke, 196 nag "196; 
forest products, 8,591 and 4, 567; ore, 442 and 463; merchandise, L. . & 
L., 16,416 and 16,925; miscellaneous, 45,427 and 35,965; total, 1928, 
87, 590; 1927, 76,951; 1926, 84,4 

Total, all roads: Grain , ie grain products, 56,719 and 44,234; 
live stock, 33,697 and 31,779; coal, re 090 and se 427; ‘coke, 10,706 and 
9,666; forest ‘products, 63,443 and 6,913 ore, 193’ and 8, 118; mer- 
chandise, L. © L., 255, 875 and 246 657; we BO mn 353, 629 and 
307,882; total, 1928, $84 352; 1927, 877,676; 1926, 992,455. 


Loading of revenue freight in 1928 compared with the two 
previous years follows: 


192 1927 1926 

Four weeks in January......... 3,447,723 3,756,660 3,686,696 
Four weeks in February......... 3,589,694 3,801,918 3,677,332 
Five weeks in March............ 4,752,031 »982,547 ,805,700 
Four weeks in April............. 3,738,295 3,875,589 3,862,703 
Four weeks in May............6. 4,006,058 4,108,472 4,145,820 
Five weeks in June.............- 4,923,304 4,995,854 5,154,981 
Four weeks in July............+. 3,942,931 3,913,761 4,148,118 
Four weeks in August........... 4,230,809 »249,846 4,388,118 
Five weeks in September........ 5,586,284 5,488,107 5,703,161 
Four weeks in October.......... 4,700,796 4,464,*72 787.22 
Four weeks in November........ 4,245,028 3,822,903 4,248,272 
Week ended December 1........ 899,786 918,487 1,051,219 
Week ended December 8........ 984, 352 877, 676 992,455 

ee he Sa ae eee 49,047,091 49,256,692 50,652,102 


COAL PRODUCTION AND SHIPMENT 


Total production of soft coal the week ended December 8 
was estimated at 11,219,000 net tons by the Bureau of Mines 
of the Department of Commerce. This represented an increase 
of 1,313,000 tons over the output in the preceding week, when 
working time was. curtailed by the Thanksgiving holiday. An- 
thracite production was estimated at 1,600,000 tons, a decrease 
of 28,000 tons from the output in the five-day week preceding. 
The bureau said the loss in tonnage was apparently due to 
certain religious holidays in the week. 

In the week ended December 9, 157,660 net tons of bitumin- 
ous coal was dumped into vessels at Lake Erie ports, bringing 
the total for the season to December 9 to 34,641,973 tons. 

Tidewater bituminous coal shipments the week ended De- 
cember 8 were reported as follows: From Hampton Roads, 
420,425 net tons, of which 255,843 tons were for New England 
delivery; from Charleston, S. C., 8,138 tons, for bunker use. 

Cars of coal forwarded over the Hudson to eastern New 
York and New England the week ended November 24 were re- 
ported as follows: Bituminous, 2,808; anthracite, 4,955. 
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With the knowledge al 
that it can prosper only 
as the people it serves prosper, the Southern 
Railway System is working along practical 
lines for the upbuilding of the South’s in- 
dustry and agriculture. 

The Southern Railway Development 
Service is maintained for that purpose. It 
gathers accurate data concerning industrial 
opportunities throughout the South and is 
constantly presenting the advantages of 
Southern location to men who control or 
influence the establishment of manufactur- 
ing plants. 

In the past five years 1200 new industrial 
plants, with a total capital investment of 
approximately seven hundred million dol- 
lars, have been located along the lines of 
the Southern, giving employment to many 


SOUT 


RAILWAY 


Since 1920 the Southern has 
invested $160,000,000 in new 
equipment and other improve- 
ments. Spent largely in the 
South, this money has pro- 
vided a strong stimulus to 
Southern prosperity. 


THE SOUTHERN 
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Two ({) blades of grass 


thousands, adding substantially to South- 
ern wealth and purchasing power. 

The Southern’s Development Service also 
is actively engaged in promoting the welfare 
of the agricultural South, studying farm con- 
ditions, encouraging diversified and more 
profitable crops, the introduction of pure 
blooded livestock and poultry, the establish- 
ment of creameries and cheese and milk 
condensing plants for the utilization of dairy 
products. By reason of the interest thus 
stimulated, many farmers are making more 
profit per acre. 

Alive to its opportunities, the South 
strides swiftly ahead. And the Southern, 
whose destiny is forever linked with the 
South, makes ready for the greater demands 
which its service must fulfill as two blades 
of grass, two ears of corn, two factories 
spring up where before there was only one. 








SERVES THE SOUTH 








Address inquiries regarding 
Southern Railway Service to 
E. R. OLIVER 


Vice-President in Charge of Traffic 
Washington, D, C. 





MOTOR BUS LEGISLATION 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Representatives of the steam and electric railways, bus op- 
erators, the state commissions, and the manufacturers of busses, 
have finally reached agreement on proposed legislation for the reg- 
ulation of common carrier motor busses in interstate commerce. 
A proposed bill, embodying the agreement, has been submitted to 
Chairman Parker, of the House committee on interstate and 
foreign commerce. The present plan is to hold further héarings 
on the question after the holiday recess before the House com- 
mittee. The Senate interstate commerce committee has voted 
to hold hearings on the same subject some time after the holi- 
days, after it has concluded hearings on proposed regulation of 
the bituminous coal industry. 

The proposed legislation is limited to common carrier pas- 
senger busses. In general, the scheme of regulation contem- 
plated by the proposed bill is not different in principle than that 
provided for in the Parker bus regulation bill that is pending 
before the House committee on interstate and foreign commerce. 
It is proposed that it shall be the duty of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and of joint boards to be created acting as 
federal agencies to administer the provisions of the act. 

A general declaration with respect to policy provides that, 
for the purposes of administration of the act, “nothing contained 
in section 500 of the transportation act, 1920, shall be construed 
by any joint board, by the Commission, or by any court, to ex- 
press a policy of Congress in favor of any other form of trans- 
portation as against transportation by motor vehicle or to affect 
in any manner the issue of a certificate under this act, if the 
issue of such certificate, after all pertinent facts and circum- 
stances have been duly considered on their merits, is deemed 
proper in the public interest; and nothing herein contained shall 
be construed as a declaration by Congress of the relative im- 
portance to the public of the several kinds of transportation.” 


In carrying out the provisions of the act, it is provided that 
the Commission shall refer all matters over which it has juris- 
diction to joint boards made up, in each case, of representatives 
of the state regulatory commissions, called boards in the bill, 
of the several states in which any part of the interstate opera- 
tion is, or is proposed to be conducted. ,It is provided that, on 
the joint boards, there shall be one representative from each 
of such states, and such representative shall be designated by 
the board in such state, either from its own membership or 
staff, or from the membership or staff of a board interested in 
the proceedings, as such board may elect. If there be no state 
regulatory commission in any state, or if the commission in 
any state or states shall fail to designate a representative, the 
joint board shall function without a representative from such 
state or states, and in the event a joint board is not created, 
the Commission shall hear and determine the matter. 


The joint boards shall render a decision on the matters 
submitted to them and the decision will be filed with the Com- 
mission. The Commission, it is provided, in not less than ten 
or more than thirty days after the filing of a decision by a joint 
board and notice thereof to interested parties, shall issue an 
order or a certificate in accordance with the decision of the 
joint board. If a party to the record shall file with the Com- 
mission notice of an intent to appeal from such decision within 
ten days after notice thereof, such order or certificate shall not 
be issued until the time for appeal from the decision of the 
joint board has expired. In cases where joint boards, within 
sixty days from the submission of the matter by the parties, 
unless the time shall be extended by the Commission, are unable 
to reach decisions, the Commission shall decide the matter on. 
the record of such proceedings. If a joint board fails to start 
hearings within sixty days from the time of reference of a case 
to it, unless the time be extended by the Commission, the Com- 
mission shall hear and determine the matter. 


With respect to certificates of public convenience and neces- 
sity, it is provided that: 


No corporation or person shall engage as a motor carrier in 
interstate commerce on any public highway in any state without 
having first obtained from the Commission a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing such operation: Provided, 
that motor carriers in operation on the date of the approval of 
this act shall have ninety days from such date in which to file 
application for certificates hereunder and shall have the right to 
continue in operation until their applications have been finally 
decided; Provided further, that if a motor carrier, or its predeces- 
sors in interest, was in bona fide operation over any route on 
November 1, 1928, and (except as to seasonal service or interrup- 
tions of operation over which the applicant or a predecessor in 
interest has no control) continuously has been so operating since 
that date and such motor carrier shall make application to the 
Commission for a. certificate of public convenience and necessity, 
it shall be served by the Commission with. a questionnaire in 
respect to the matters. which, in the judgment of the Commission, 
shall constitute bona fides of operation, which questionnaire the 
applicant shall answer within ninety days from the _ receipt 
thereof; and if it appears from the answers to such questionnaire 
or from information furnished by any board that the operations 
of such applicant are bona fide for the purpose of furnishing 
transportation to the public and of continuing the same for a 
reasonable period, a certificate shall be issued to such applicant 
as a matter of course; but if. from the answers to such question- 
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naire or from information furnished by a board, the Commisgig 
shall not be satisfied of. such bona fides it shall refer such ma 
to a joint board for decision. A copy of all questionnaires and 
the answers thereto shall be furnished by the Commission to 
board of every state in which any part of the service is Conducteg, 


Applications for certificates are to be made to the Commi 
sion, and referred to the joint boards. Hearings on applicatioy 
of motor carriers in operation on the date of the approval y 
the act shall be given precedence over hearings on other a 
plications. 

It is provided that, in determining whether or not a cg. 
tificate should be issued, the joint board and the Commissiq, 
shall, among other pertinent matters, give reasonable consider. 
tion to the convenience of and necessity to the public to 
served thereby of the service by motor vehicle applied for ang 
to existing available transportation agencies and service. Pr. 
vision is made for suspension or revocation of certificates fo 
cause. Provision is also made for holders of certificates filing 
bonds or other evidence of security that may be required fo 
payment of any final judgmerft resulting from death of or jp. 
juries to persons and damage to property, as a result of any 
negligent operation of motor vehicles of motor carriers holding 
certificates. 

With respect to rates, it is provided that all rates, fares, ang 
charges of motor carriers shall be stated in money, and shal] 
be just and reasonable. Tariffs shall be prepared, filed and 
posted in such manner as may be prescribed by the Commission, 
Rates, fares and charges demanded and collected shall be those 
specified in the tariffs. 

Provision is made that any motor carrier may issue or 
give interstate free tickets, free passes, and free or reduced 
transportation to persons engaged in the service of the carrier, 
No changes in rates, fares or charges, as carried in the tariffs, 
are to be made except after thirty days’ notice, but the Com. 
mission may allow changes on less than such notice. 

Provision is made for appeals to the Commission from 
the joint boards. It is also provided that any order entered by 
the Commission that constitutes a final order under the act 
shall be subject to the same relief in court by any party in 
interest as is now provided for in respect to orders of the 
Commission in the interstate commerce act. 

Penalties are provided: for violation of the act, and provi- 
sion is made for taking such cases to the courts. 

The bill provides that Congress shall authorize an appro- 
priation of such sums as may be necessary, to be paid to the 
Commission and held by it as a separate contingent fund, out 
of which it may meet such expenses of the administration of the 
act as are incurred by it or by the joint boards. 

It is provided that nothing in the act shall be construed 
to affect the powers of taxation of the séveral states or to au- 
thorize a motor carrier to do an intrastate business on the high- 
ways of any state. Police powers of the statés are also specifi- 
cally mentioned as not being affected by the act. The Commis- 
sion is forbidden to attempt to regulate in any way intrastate 
commerce by motor carriers. 

Relief from the operation of the anti-trust laws is provided 
to the end that any corporation or person that shall engage 
in the transportation of passengers by motor vehicle or which 
shall own or control a motor carrier, or which shall purchase 
and own the whole or any part of the stock of a corporation 
organized or engaged as a motor carrier, and for the operation 

of which a certificate has been obtained, may own, control and 
operate, either directly or through a subsidiary corporation, such 
motor vehicles upon the highways in interstate commerce for 
the transportation of persons, property or mail. 




























































































































































FRUIT AND VEGETABLE SHIPMENTS 


Shipments of leading lines of fruits and vegetables the week 
ended December 15 totaled 15,479 cars, as compared with 15,434 
cars (revised) the preceding week and 14,072 cars in the cor- 
responding period of 1927, according to the Bureau of Agricul- 










tural Economics of the Department of Agriculture. Shipments 
were reported as follows: 
Apples, 2,155 cars; carrots, 141 cars; cabbage, 589 cars; cauli- 





flower, 360 cars; celery, 824 cars; cucumbers, 4 cars; imports, 1 car; 
grapefruit, 488 cars; imports, 4 cars; grapes, 156 cars; green peas, 
67 cars; imports, 27 cars; lemons, 221 cars; lettuce, 1,207 cars; mixed 
citrus fruit, 620 cars; mixed vegetables, 575 cars; imports, 7 cars; 
mixed deciduous fruit, 10 cars; onions, 410 cars; oranges, 3,032 cars; 
imports, 1 car; pears, 97 cars; peppers, 7 cars; imports, 9 cars; spin- 
ach, 358 cars; string beans, 49 cars; sweet potatoes, 525 cars; to- 
matoes, 135 cars; imports, 224 cars; potatoes, 3,449 cars; imports, 









24 cars. 






STATISTICS OF RAILWAYS | 


The Commission has issued the text of the forty-first annual 
report on the statistics of railways in the United States, for 
the year ended December 31, 1927. 








TOLL BRIDGE BILL 


Senator Brookhart, of Iowa, has introduced S. 4980, a bill 
authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to acquire toll bridges 
and to maintain them as free bridges. 


















~ LOCATE YOUR FACTORY 
In the Heart of the Appalachian Region 
Along the Backbone of American Industrial Opportunity 


i Mes territory encircled on the map is A REGION OF UNPARALLELED 
NATURAL RESOURCES—an empire within itself—producing in 
gigantic measures coal, oil, natural gas, and other basic commodities. 
Some of the manufacturing fundamentals are these: 

High quality coals nearby Accessibility to wide range of 

Low priced electric power natural resources 


f f Abundant water for industries 
Native born American labor Rail and water transportation 


Complete information has been assembled and is available to those interested. 


Use the coupon. Send it today. 


The Chesapeake & Ohio Railway 
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Industrial Department, 
Chesapeake & Ohio Lines, 
Richmond, Virginia. 
Please send me information about 











Personal Notes 


A. M. Fulton has been appointed assistant auditor, Missouri 
Southern Railroad, at Leeper Mo. 

Frank A. Shaw has been appointed assistant general freight 
agent, Illinois, Central, at New Orleans, succeeding W. J. Tre- 
maine, resigned to engage in other business. 

Bruce Scott, formerly general counsel, has been made vice- 
president and general counsel of the C. B. & Q. and Colorado & 
Southern. E. K. Fleming has been appointed assistant freight 
traffic manager, Burlington, at Chicago, effective January 1, suc- 
ceeding George Morton, who becomes freight traffic manager. 

C. S. Williams has been appointed port commissioner of 
the Port of New Orleans by Governor Huey P. Long, to fill the 
vacancy created by the resignation of Vice-President Theodore 
Grunewald. Mr. Grunewald has been elected port director. He 
has ‘been succeeded as vice-president of the board of commis- 
sioners by Sidney W. Souers. 

Charles J. McKiernan has been made manager of a newly 
created research department of the Boston & Maine “for the 
development of methods and equipment to effect further im- 
provements in service to shippers and passengers.” He has 
been engaged in investigation of special operating problems. 

W. M. Wharton has been appointed eastern freight agent, 
Atlantic Coast Line, at New York. J. R. Grady has been ap- 
pointed commercial agent at Memphis, Tenn. Both appoint- 
ments are effective January 1. 


DOINGS OF THE TRAFFIC CLUBS 


The Milwaukee Traffic Club will hold its twenty-fourth an- 
nual dinner at the Hotel Schroeder January 15. The principal 
speakers will be B. H. Meyer, of the Commission, and Samuel 
O. Dunn, editor of The Railway Age. John M. Niven, city attor- 
ney, Milwaukee, will be toastmaster and the Rev. Gustav Stearns, 
Lutheran Church of the Ascension, will give the invocation. 
a will be provided by the Chicago & North Western Railway 

and. 








The Transportatioh Club of Toronto elected the following 
officers December 14: President, C. H. Lown, traffic manager, 
Imperial Oil Company, Ltd.; vice-president, J. B. McLaren, comp- 
troller, Canadian National; treasurer, W. G. Hamilton, claims 
investigator, Canadian Pacific; secretary, Harry F. Walker, chief 
clerk, Canadian National; directors, R. McKillop, superintendent, 
Canadian Pacific; W. R. Ingram, traffic manager, Swift Canadian 
Company; W. J. McLean, export manager, Massey-Harris Com- 
pany; W. C. Thompson, traffic manager, Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company; Frank Kennedy, president, Canadian Rail & 
Harbour Terminals, and T. E. McDonnell, president and general 
manager, Canadian Pacific Express Company. 





The Akron Traffic Club will hold its twelfth annual banquet 
at the Portage Hotel January 15. 

The annual dinner of the Traffic Club of Houston, Tex., will 
be held January 17. The speaker will be Henry A. Palmer, 
editor and manager of The Traffic World. 





© 

The Brooklyn Traffic Club held a meeting at the Hotel St. 
George December 13. It was called to order by Louis Harber, 
traffic manager, U. S. Printing & Lithographing Company. 
Traffic matters affecting Brooklyn were discussed. The speaker 
of the evening was Walter Hedden, chief, bureau of commerce, 
Port of New York Authority, whose subject was “Port Differ- 
ential Actions Pending Before Various Regulatory and Legal 
Bodies of the Country.” There was also a program of enter- 
tainment. 





The Chattanooga Traffic and Transportation Club held its 
monthly meeting December 6. The program was in charge of 
the traffic men of the Pennsylvania Dixie Cement Corporation. 
W. L. Huneke, chief clerk, Chattanooga Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation, gave a talk on general traffic matters. 





The Traffic Club of Sioux City held a meeting at the Cham- 
ber of Commerce December 19. 





The Traffic Club of New Orleans will not have a luncheon 
December 24. 
4 

The Transportation Club of St. Paul held a “Ladies’ Day” 
at the Union Depot dining room December 18. Five ten-pound 
turkeys were given as prizes. 








The Traffic Club of New York will hold “open house” at 
its club reoms December 24, from noon till 4 p. m. Luncheon 
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will be served and there will be a program of music and 
entertainment. The monthly meeting will be held Dece 
27. A “New Year’s Eve Party” will be held in the club 00m 
December 31. 



















The Traffic Club of Wichita held a meeting at the Wich, 
Club December 20. The Rev. J. Henry Hornung, United (, 
gregational Church, was the speaker. The date set for 
inauguration of the new officers has been changed from Jan 
3 to January 10. The regular weekly luncheons will not be hel 
December 27 and January 3. 









The Traffic Club of Minneapolis held a “Doughnut Day ani 
Christmas Party” at the Nicollet Hotel December 20. Maiq 
A. E. Chesham, divisional commander of the Salvation am 
was the speaker. Music was provided by the Salvation Army. 





Major John Berry, manager, Cleveland Airport, was the 
speaker at a dinner meeting of the Traffic Club of Clevelang 
December 17. He was elected an honorary member of the clu}, 
A. H. Brown, president, presided. 


MIDWEST ADVISORY BOARD 


The Midwest Shippers’ Advisory Board will hold its figt, 
annual meeting at the Palmer House, Chicago, January 3, 
Charles Donnelly, president of the Northern Pacific, will be the 
principal speaker at the noon luncheon. He will be introduce 
by Samuel Insull, of the Commonwealth Edison Company. Gen. 
eral transportation conditions will be reviewed by L. B. Betts, 
manager, car service division, American Railway Association, 
and conditions local to the board by W. D. Beck, district man. 
ager. Business activity and prospective car requirements will 
be reported by the various commodity committees and the rail. 
road representatives will report on condition of equipment and 
allied matters. Officers will be elected. 


LUMBER SHIPMENTS 


Telegraphic reports for the week ended December 15 from 
831 softwood and hardwood mills to the National Lumber Manu. 
facturers’ Association indicated some decline in softwood pro. 
‘duction, as compared with the previous week, a considerable 
decline in shipments and a substantial advance in new business. 
Hardwood production showed a slight increase over the previous 
week, and new business and shipments made some gains. With 
ten fewer softwood mills reporting, new business for the week 
ended December 15 amounted to 348,909,000 feet, as compared 
with orders for 328,299,000 the previous week. Production was 
reported as 371,731,000 feet, as compared with 378,087,000; 
shipments fell off to 319,005,000 feet from 338,092,000. 

The West Coast Lumbermen’s Association reported 241 
identical mills’ production as 200,839,719 feet, as compared with 
an average weekly operating capacity for three years of 248,008, 
316 feet. The Southern Pine Association reported production 
for 145 mills as 68,994,432 feet, which was 11,581,732 feet under 
the three-year average. 

The following table compares the lumber movement, as 
reflected by the reporting mills of eight softwood, and two hard- 
wood regional associations, for the two weeks indicated; 000’s 
omitted: 


Preceding 
Week, 1928 (Revised) 


Past Week 
Softwood Hardwood Softwood Hardwood 
Mills (or units*)....... 525 369 534 380 
ProG@uction ..6.is esse 316,336 55,395 326,398 51,689 
| Te eee 265,928 53,077 285,339 52,753 
Orders (new bus.)...... 295, 823 53,086 276,458 51,841 


~~ *A unit is 35,000 feet of daily production capacity. 


MONEY FOR BARGE LINE 


President Coolidge, December 18, had no detailed informa- 
tion as to an appropriation for purchase by the government of 
additional stock of the Inland Waterways Corporation to pro- 
vide money for the expansion of the barge lines as contem- 
plated by the Denison barge line act. Recommendations as to 
an appropriation, it was stated, no doubt would be made by 
the War Department and the Bureau of the Budget. An esti- 
mate for an appropriation for purchase of stock was not in- 
cluded in the regular annual budget. It is understood that a 
supplemental estimate will be sent to Congress to cover the 
purchase of from $3,000,000 to $4,000,000 of stock of the water- 
way corporation, 


RAILROADS AND BARGE LINE 


Representatives of the railroads and the government barge 
line resumed negotiations December 20 in an effort to reach an 
agreement on through routes, joint rates and divisions. 

The conference between the railroads and the barge line was 
concluded December 21. No agreement was reached and an- 
other conference is to be held later. 
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ISTHMIAN CANALS AND RATES 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Remarks by Senator Edge, of New Jersey, in the Senate 
in support of Senate joint resolution 117, authorizing a survey 
of the proposed Nicaraguan Canal, as well as providing for fur- 
ther information as to the practicability of increasing the facili- 
ties of the Panama Canal, brought a question from Senator 
Watson, of Indiana, as to whether the construction of another 
canal would not increase discrimination in freight rates against 
the middle west. 

“We think that, when the Panama Canal was constructed,” 
said Senator Watson, “without intending it, of course, it did 
result in a discrimination in freight rates in favor of the east 
and the west as against the central west, and at present I 
imagine that many of us of the central west Would very much 
like to see the proposed canal from the lakes through the St. 
Lawrence to the Atlantic Ocean, or an all-American route, as 
the engineers may determine, before we construct the Nicaraguan 
Canal, and thus further discriminate against the central west 
in the matter of freight rates.” 

Senator Edge thought there was much logic in Senator Wat- 
son’s suggestion and he said he favored construction of one of 
the waterways refered to by Senator Watson. Yet he believed 
that information as to the other canals should be obtained. 

Senator McKeilar, of Tennessee, thought that the discrimi- 
nation against the central west did not grow out of the con- 
struction of the Panama Canal, but out of “various legislation 
connected with the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission.” He was not specific as to that legislation. Senator 
Brookhart, of Iowa, suggested that the powers of the Commission 
were exercised by virtue of the new competition created through 
the Panama Canal—water competition with railroad rates. 

Senator McKellar insisted that the Commission “had a per- 
fect right to prevent the discrimination” to which Senator Wat- 
son referred. He agreed that a Nicaraguan Canal should be 
built, “but I do not see how that will affect the question of 
freight rates.” 

Senator Edge dwelt on the growth of traffic through the 
Panama Canal and the need for increased canal facilities. 


OCEAN AGREEMENTS APPROVED 


‘ Agreements filed with the Shipping Board in accordance 
with section 15 of the shipping act-of 1916 were approved by 
the board December 18. They are: 


An agreement -between Cosulich Line and Fabre Line which is 
in respect to sectond-class, cabin-class, and third-class passenger 
traffic between the United States and Lisbon-Azores. It specifies the 
minimum number of sailings per annum to be maintained by each 
line, fixes fares to be charged, commissions payable to agents, and 
apportions the traffic between the two parties upon a percentage 
basis which is subject to reductio inn the event of a line failing to 
maintain the agreed minimum number-of sailings. A line carrying 
in excess of its allotted proportion is to be required to compensate 
the other party in accordance with the schedule of compensations 
set forth in Annex No. 2 of the agreement. If the agreement is ap- 
proved by the board on or before December 31, 1928, the calculation 
of compensation is to be based upon the proportion of passengers 
carried by each line for the period beginning November 1. A penalty 
deposit of one thousand pounds sterling is required of each party, 
and wilfull violation of any article of the agreement subjects the 
offending party to a penalty of not less than $100. Provision is also 
made for arbitration of disputes or claims arising under the agree- 
ment. As the agreement is constructed on a two-carrier basis, it 
of coursé contains no provision for admission of other carriers. On 
this point the bureau of regulation has obtained from the parties 
a joint signed statement that they will act favorably upon applica- 
tion of other lines for admission to the agreement upon the estab- 
lishment of an equitable basis of apportionment. By its terms the 
agreement is to extend through April 30, 1931 

An agreement in respect to passenger traffic from North Pacific 
Coast ports of the United States and Canada to United Kingdom, 
Scandinavia, Continental Europe, Mediterranean ports in pain, 
France and Italy, and to intermediate ports of call in Central Amer- 
ica and the Canal Zones. It specifies the minimum passenger fares 
to be charged, the free baggage allowance, rates on excess baggage, 
pets and automobiles whem accompanied by passengers, classifies the 
vessels of the hima ge lines, and fixes the Commission payable 
to agents. Stop-overs at United States ports and family, missionary 
or charity ticket reductions are prohibited, but a 25 per cent reduc- 
tion in tariff rates is authorized to consuls and Panama Canal em- 
ployes and dependent members of their families. Decisions under the 
agreement are to be by unanimous vote of all members, and con- 
ference tariffs including rules and regulations issued pursuant to 
the agreement are to be furnished the buréau of regulation. Any 
carrier of passengers between Pacific Coast ports and European 
ports covered by the agreement is eligible to membership in the 
conference, and any member may withdrawn upon three months’ 
written notice to the other parties. ; 





HARDWOOD LUMBER CASE 

The hearing in No. 51, Foreign Trade Bureau, New Orleans 
Association of Commerce, vs. Bank Line, Strachan Shipping Co. 
et al., scheduled by the Shipping Board to be held at New 
Orleans January 9, has been postponed, but at the same time 
and place oral argument will be heard by an examiner on a 
motion to dismiss the complaint filed by respondents. 

The respondents allege in their motion to dismiss that the 
allegations of the complaint fail to show that the Shipping Board 
has any jurisdiction over the subject matter of the complaint, 
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which involves the handling of hardwood lumber shipments 
New Orleans, and add: 

The complaint involves solely the question of the expense of 
unloading shipments of hardwood lumber in box cars on and fron 
marginal railroad tracks on.docks or wharves. This is a matter 
within the regulatory power of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
as provided in section 1 of the act to regulate commerce, as amendej 
June 29, 1906; section 33 of the shipping act of 1916 provides that 
it shall not be construed to affect the power or jurisdiction of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, nor to confer upon the board the 
concurrent power or jurisdiction over any matter within, the power 
or jurisdiction of such Commission. As the Interstate Commerc 
Commission has power and jurisdiction to regulate the unloading 
of cars on marginal tracks or otherwise, when they contain goods 
shipped in interstate or foreign commerce, the United States Ship- 
ping Board, under the shipping act, has no power or jurisdiction 
concurrent with the Interstate Commerce Commission. Hence, the 
subject matter of the complaint is beyond the power and jurisdic. 
tion of the United States Shipping Board. 


SALE OF VESSELS APPROVED 


Sale of 45 vessels averaging 5,000 deadweight tons each for 
the sum of $423,600 to the Union Shipbuilding Company, of Bal. 
timore, Md., with the understanding that the ships would be com. 
pletely scrapped and dismantled within 18 months, was approved 
by the Shipping Board, December 18. This action was taken 
following receipt of competitive bids for these vessels on 
December 11. ; . 

The vessels are laid up as follows: James River, 23 vessels; 
New York, 5 vessels; Philadelphia, 2 vessels; Mobile, Ala., 2 
vessels; New Orleans, 5 vessels; Orange, Tex., 8 vessels. Sale 
of these vessels, if consummated, will leave fewer than 450 
vessels in the board’s laid-up fleets. 

The tanker Brandywine was sold to Stanley Hiller and J. J. 
Coney, of San Francisco, for $60,000. The terms were 25 per cent 
cash and the balance in five equal annual installments. The 
vessel is of 7,047 deadweight tons and is now laid up at 
Mobile, Ala. 


MAYONNAISE BY WATER 


In No. 52, The Gelfand Manufacturing Company, Balti- 
more, Md., vs. Bull Steamship Line, Inc., filed with the Ship 
ping Board, complainant alleges that the rate and charges on 
shipments of mayonnaise from Baltimore, Md., to Tampa, Fia., 
were inapplicable and in excess of the maximum rates on file 
with the board. The rate charged was $1.355, according to the 
complaint, while a rate of 74 cents should have been charged. 
The mayonnaise was shipped in glass, packed in boxes, in less 
than carload quantities. Reparation is sought. 


SHIPPING LEGISLATION 
Proposed legislation providing for establishment of load 
lines on vessels will be taken up by the House committee on 
merchant marine and fisheries some time in January. No decis- 
ion has been reached as to when the committee will consider 
the Hague Rules bill. 
OCEAN MAIL CONTRACT 
The Postmaster-General has awarded to the Panama Pacific 
Line an ocean mail contract, under the merchant marine act of 
1928, for the transportation of mail from New York to Balboa, 
via Colon, under the following rates of compensation: Class 5 
vessels, $4 a nautical mile; class 3 vessels, $8; class 2 vessels, 
$10 and class 1 vessels, $12. The service is to begin April 1, 
1929. 


CUSTOMS AND BILLS OF LADING 

The House committee on ways and means may consider 
at this session of Congress H. R. 10802, a bill to amend section 
484 of the tariff act of 1922 with respect to the collector per- 
mitting entry and releasing of merchandise without the produc- 
tion of the original bill of lading, under specified conditions. The 
bill was introduced last February by Representative Miller, of 
Washington. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


President Coolidgé’s suggestion in his annual message to 
Congress that, “until we can see our way out of this expense” 
of $243,000,000 for river and harbor work already ordered by 
Congress no further river and harbor legislation should be 
passed aroused the Senate this week to discuss the possibility 
or a river and harbor bill not being passed at this session. The 
reference is to the pending authorization bill, authorizing 
projects at an estimated cost of $48,435,415.75. An appropriation 
of approximately $50,000,000 will be made at this session for 
projects authorized heretofore. 

Senator Harrison, of Mississippi, expressed the hope that the 
chairmen of the committees in charge of the authorization bill 
“will press this matter so that the next two or three months will 
not pass without our giving to the country a rivers and har- 
bors bill.” 

Addressing Senator Jones, chairman of the Senate commerce 
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Fast Freight Service : Mexico 


Through the Ports of Tampico 
and Veracruz and the National 
Railways of Mexico 


From Veracruz to: 

Mexice City - - 23 hours 
Pachuca- - - - 23 hours 
Puebla - - - - 20 hours 































From T to: 
City - - 47 hours 
Pachuca- - - - 47 hours 


The National Railways of Mexico form the larg- 
est rail system in Mexico (8465 miles of track) 
| serving 22 states, or approximately 76% of the 
total territory of the Republic. 
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| SEASON’S 
GREETING 


May your holiday season be marked with the 
same degree of happiness and prosperity as 
ours. Our happiness and prosperity is due 
to the patronage and confidence of you and: 
other patrons. It shall be our new year’s 
resolution to strive harder to merit your con- 
tinued confidence. - 


CHICAGO SOUTH SHORE 
& SOUTH BEND RAILROAD 
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committee, which has jurisdiction of such legislation, Senator 
Harrison said that the senator, “of course, is in favor of the 
passage of a river and harbor bill at this session of Congress.” 

“T doubt that,” said Senator Jones, adding later that he had 
not made up his mind on the subject. 

Senator Bruce, of Maryland, speaking in favor of passage of 
the bill, said he believed that if Chairman Dempsey, of the House 
committee on rivers and harbors, received assurance that the 
Senate favored passage of the bill, the measure would be passed 
by the house. ; 

Senator Fletcher, of Florida, favored action on the- pending 
bill, and Senator Ransdell, of Louisiana, agreed with him. _ 

Senator Jones submitted a letter from Brigadier General 
Herbert Deakyne, acting chief of engineers, U. S. army, in 
response to an inquiry from the senator, setting forth, among 
other things, the following: 


First. ‘‘“How many harbor projects have been adopted by Congress 
that are under way, but uncompleted?’ Answer: 146. 

Second. ‘“‘“How many harbor projects ‘have been adopted by Con- 
gress, but not yet started?’’ Answer: 9. 

Third. ‘‘How many river projects have been adopted by Congress, 
started, but not yet completed?’”’ Answer: 112 

Fourth: ‘How many river projects have been adopted by Con- 
gress, but have not yet been commenced?” Answer: 9. 

Fifth. ‘What is the estimated cost of all harbor projects here- 
tofore adopted by Congress, not commenced or not yet completed? 
Answer: $117,583,192. 

Sixth: ‘‘What is the cost of the river projects heretefore adopted 
by Congress not commenced, or uncompleted?” Answer: ‘125,520,460. 

Seventh: ‘‘What amount is estimated to be necessary to complete 
all projects, both river and harbor, that have heretofore been adopte 
by Congress?’”’ Answer: $243,103,652. : 

Highth. ‘‘What amount is estimated to be necessary to complete 
all river and harbor projects adopted by Congress that have not yet 
been commenced?” Answer: $32,307,550. 

In connection with the second and fourth questions it is desired 
to state that the reasons why work on the projects in these categories 
has not been actually commenced pertain to the failure of local inter- 
ests to meet conditions of cooperation as imposed by Congress. 

Progress is, however, being made along this line and is more 
advanced in some cases than in others. Funds aggregating $905,000 
have been either allotted or reserved for commencing work on the 
harbor projects. 


BOSTON TERMINAL LEASED 


The Shipping Board has authorized the negotiation of a lease 
with the Bay State Shipping Company, of Boston, for operation 
of the Shipping Board terminals at that city for five years, be- 
ginning January 1, 1929. 

Under the terms of the lease the board will receive as rental 
37% per cent of the gross operating revenue of the piers, with 
a guaranteed minimum of $85,000 per year. 


NEW CAR-CARRYING VESSEL 


A new type of car-carrying vessel, known as the “Seatrain,” 
will be put in service between New Orleans and Havana, Cuba, 
January 5, by the Over-Seas Railways, Inc., New Orleans. The 
schedule provides for a weekly sailing each way, leaving New 
Orleans on Saturdays and Havana on Tuesdays. It will make 
possible continuous movement of shipments between any point 
in the United States and Canada and Havana and interior Cuban 
points in the original cars, without transfer. The advantage 
claimed for the shipper is the elimination of the necessity for 
export packing, danger of pilferage, loss from excess handling, 
and other things attendant on the ordinary transfer from rail 
to vessel. 

The new vessel is said to have a capacity more than three 
times that of any type of car ferry now in service. Cars will 
be loaded on three decks by means of a specially constructed 
crane and “cradle” to a total number of 95. A complete turn- 
around can be made in 10 hours and the run between the two 
ports will require 52 hours, according to the announcement. 


CAR SURPLUS AND SHORTAGE 


The average daily surplus of freight cars in the period 
December 1-7, inclusive, was 256,995, as compared with 222,539 
cars in the preceding period, according to the car service division 
of the American Railway Association. No shortage was reported. 
The surplus was made up as follows: 


Box, 96,627; ventilated box, 150; auto and furniture, 19,150; total 
box, 115,927; fiat, 8,496; gondola, 52,708; hopper, 44,639; total coal, 
97,347; coke, 729; S. D. stock, 20,009; D. D. stock, 3,359; refrigerator, 
9,442; tank, 540; miscellaneous, 1,148. 


Canadian roads reported a surplus of 500 box, 300 auto and 
furniture, 300 flat, 200 S. D. stock and 300 refrigerator cars. 


CONSOLIDATED CLASSIFICATION DOCKET 
Included with The Traffic Bull&tin of December 22, going to 
all subscribers for that publication; is a complete copy of Docket 
No. 36 of the Consolidated Classification Committee, for hearings 
of the Official, Western and Southern Classification committees, 
at New York, January 15, Chicago, January 22, and Atlanta, 


January 30. 
















AITCHISON BEFORE COMMITTEE 


The Traffic World Washington Bure, 


Because Senator Wheeler, of Montana, had received , 
report to the effect that Commissioner Aitchison had bey 
negligent in his duties with respect to valuation cases and thy 
valuation proceedings had been delayed for an unreasonab) 
length of time, the commissioner, in connection with his non. 
nation for reappointment, was summoned before the Senatp 
interstate commerce committee December 20 and interrogated 
chiefly by the Montana senator. 

Senator Wheeler said he did not know anything about the 
matter but that the report had been made to him so he wishej 
to ask the commissioner about it. 

Commissioner Aitchison, who is known among his ¢o. 
leagues as one of the most industrious of the commissioners, 
said lve was not conscious of having caused any delay in valug. 
tion cases and that his rate docket, notwithstanding speciaj 
work being assigned to him such as preparation of the manv. 
script under the Senate resolution requiring a compilation of 
Commission and court decisions and the statutes relating 
thereto, compared favorably with that of any ether member of 
the Commission. , 

Chairman Watson, in opening the hearing, which was called 
suddenly, placed before the committee the nominations of Com. 
missioners Aitchison, Porter and Farrell. Senator Wheeler 
then proceeded to interrogate Mr. Aitchison, the only one of 
the three nominees summoned by the committee. The opening 
of the hearing was delayed for more than half an hour because 
a quorum of the committee was not present. The senators 
present when the héaring was opened were Watson, Sackett, 
Pine, Wheeler, Smith, Fess and Bruce. Later Wagner and Dill 
came in. 

Chairman Watson had expected that there would be no 
opposition to confirmation of the nominations. Senator Wheeler, 
it was understood, asked for time to consider the nomination 
of Aitchison and that was the reason why the committee had 
not acted on the nominations prior to the calling of.the hear- 
ing. No opposition from coal interests to the nomination of 
Aitchison had developed when the hearing was held. 

Senator Wheeler began his interrogation by asking about 
the general work of the Commission, how it was handled by 
divisions, and the recommendation of the Commission in its 
last annual report for legislation authorizing the Commission 
to refer matters to a single commissioner or to expert boards, 
the Commission to be responsible for final action. In this part 
of the hearing the commissioner gave an indication of the great 
volume of work handled by the Commission and said something 
should be done along the line recommended to give relief. 


Senator Bruce desired to know what all that had to do 
with the fitness of Aitchison to be a commissioner. He said 
he was a busy man and that if such was to be the nature of the 
inquiry, he proposed to leave. Senator Wheeler said it was 
not his purpose to impeach the work of the commissioner but 
that he wished to know about the conduct of Commission 
activities. 


Mr. Aitchison told of the task involved under the Hawes 
resolution. He said he worked nights and Sundays on the 
manuscript. He said about half his time had been given to 
that work, for which, he pointed out, no appropriation had been 
made by Congress. 


Senator Smith asked whether there should not be more 
members of the Commission. Mr. Aitchison said he believed 
that the Commission should do more work with fewer mem- 
bers than it now had. He did not think the number of mem- 
bers of the Commission should be increased. His thought was 
that the more members the more difficult it would be to reach 
conclusions and remarked that when eleven members in con- 
ference had to have their say, something in the nature of a 
legislative body meeting or town meeting resulted. 


Senator Bruce did not understand why the work of the 
Commission should be so voluminous. The commissioner, re- 
ferred, among other things, to the requirements of the Hoch- 
Smith resolution and the increased duties under that. He also 
said the bulk of the controversies before the Commission was 
getting larger and larger. 

Senator Wheeler asked for detailed information as to val- 
uation cases that had been assigned to Aitchison, as to their 
status, as to how many had been decided, and similar ques- 
tions going to the point of the senator’s inquiry, namely, negli- 
gence on the part of the commissioner in valuation cases. The 
commissioner said he could not give detailed information along 
the lines asked for but that he would prepare the data for the 
senator. He pointed out the extent of the valuation work, and 
how it was progressing. He reminded the committee that there 
Was a conflict between the reproduction theory and the invest- 
ment theory and that, with reference to recapture of excess 
earnings, about which Senator Wheeler inquired, the Commis- 
sion had been waiting on the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States in the O’Fallon recapture case. - 

“One of the complaints made to me is that valuation cases 
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assigned to you have been neglected for an unreasonable length 
of time,” said Senator Wheeler. 

It was then that the commissioner said he was not con- 
scious of such delay. 

Senator Wheeler asked if any of the other commissioners 
had complained to Aitchison as to delay in valuation cases. 

“No, sir,” replied the commissioner. 

Senator Wheeler asked if the commissioner had attempted 
to delay or obstruct the valuation work of the Commission. 

“Of course not,” replied the commissioner. 

As to how much money might be recovered from the rail- 
roads in excess. earnings, Aitchison said that depended on what 
the Supreme Court said value was. He said the Commission 
hoped to get light on the subject from the court, and if not 
there, from Congress. 

: Senator Wheeler brought out that Aitchison had dissented 

from the majority opinion of the Commission in the O’Fallon 
case. The commissioner said he thought the majority was 
right as to economics but not as to the law, and read his brief 
dissenting opinion to the effect that it was the duty of the Com- 
mission to apply the law, and that if the results thereof were not 
good, that Congress should be asked to change the law. 


Senator Wheeler wanted to know why the Commission had 
not proceeded with valuation of telephone properties as required 
by the valuation act, passed in 1913. The commissioner said 
the Commission had been as busy as it could be with railroad 
and telegraph company valuations. He said criticism as to not 
taking up telephone properties would likewise apply to pipe 
line, cable and express company properties as nothing had been 
done as to that. He said the Commission had taken up what it 
regarded as the most vital things in ¢onnection with valuation 
and also reminded the committee there was some limit to what 
the Commission could do with the money appropriated by 
Congress for its work. : 


Senator Wheeler asked why the Commission had not come 
to Congress and told it that it was unable to do the work 
required with the money provided. The commissioner said 
the Commission, under the budget law, was forbidden to ask 
Congress for money, that it had to go to the budget, that the 
condition of affairs had been explained fully to the budget 
bureau and also to the committees on appropriations of Con- 
gress, in response to questions of those committees. 

Senator Bruce objected to a statement made by Senator 
Wheeler, in connection with the discussion of telephone company 
valuations, to the effect that the telephone companies were 
consolidating with the approval of the Commission and then 
were going to state commissions and getting any kind of valua- 
tion of their properties. Senator Bruce said he objected to the 
inference that state commission valuations were worth nothing. 
Senator Wheeler said he was not asking his colleague questions. 
Senator Bruce said he had a right to comment on questions 
asked. 

Commissioner Aitchison said he wished to assure Senator 
Wheeler that the Commission wished it could clean up all the 
work assigned to it. 

Senator Fess said there was impatience throughout the 
country as to the valuation of the railroads but he said he was 
amazed at the volume of work the Commission did as indicated 
by the commissioner and that he did not think the country 
knew about that. 

Senator Wheeler took the position that the Commission 
should have told Congress directly that it did not have the 
money to do the telephone valuation work. It was then that the 
commissioner referred to the budget law restrictions. 

Approval of the nominations of Commissioners Aitchison, 
Porter and Farrell by the Senate interstate commerce committee 
and confirmation thereof by the Senate before the holiday recess 
was forecast at the close of the hearings before the committee 
December 21. 

Senator Wheeler said, in effect, that the hearing had demon- 
strated that the trouble was that the Commission had not in- 
formed Congress that it neeged more money to do the work 
required of it by Congress. e indicated he would not oppose 
confirmation of Aitchison’s nomination. 


“I wish the senator would ask me more about my own 
dilatoriness,” said Aitchison to Wheeler, after he had made a 
detailed explanation of the valuation work on his docket in 
response to the questions asked by the senator. 

Senator Wheeler replied that he thought the testimony 
showed that the dilatoriness was due largely to the fact that the 
Commission had not had sufficient appropriations to do its work, 
but that he thought the Commission should have gone to the 
President, the budget and Congress and shown that its work 
was being interfered with by lack of funds. He thought the 


Commission had been derelict in that respect, but that he did 
not think Aitchison had been any more derelict than any other 
member of the Commission. 

There appeared to be general agreement among the mem- 
bers of the committee present that the Bureau of the Budget had 
not made large enough estimates for the Commission and that 
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Congress in the future should see to it that enough money y, 
appropriated. 





Favorable Report Ordered 


A favorable report on the nominations of Aitchison, Porter 
and Farrell was ordered the afternoon of December 21 by 
committee. Senator Goff was to report this action to the gq 
ate Saturday, when confirmation was regarded as Practically 
certain. 


REVENUE TRAFFIC STATISTICS 


Passenger revenue of Class I railroads declined from $74, 
047,706 for the nine months ended with September, 1927, 
$687,911,262 for the nine months ended with September, 19 
while freight revenue declined from $3,466,946,902 in the 197 
period to $3,407,355,247 in the 1928 period, according to reveny 
traffic statistics compiled by the bureau of statistics of th 
Commission from carrier reports. 

For September 1928, the passenger revenue amounted ty 
$79,867,471, as compared with $86,106,507 for September, 192, 
Freight revenue amounted to $422,639,560 for September, x 
compared with $425,903,560 for September, 1927. 

The number of revenue passengers carried deelined fron 
626,685,000 for the nine months ended with September, 1927, t 
587,104,000 for the corresponding period of 1928. For Septembe, 
1928, the number was 65,151,000, as compared with 68,910,00) 
for September, 1927. 

Revenue tons carried in the nine months ended with Se 
tember amounted to 1,697,418,000, as compared with 1,768,524,00 
in the corresponding period of 1927. For September the total was 
211,851,000, as compared with 215,054,000 for September, 1927, 

Revenue per ton-mile averaged 10.83 mills for the nine 
months ended with September, as compared with 10.77 mills in 
the 1927 period, and 10.67 mills for September, as compared 
with 10.92 mills for September, 1927. 

Revenue per-ton per road averaged $2.007 for the nine 
months ended with September, as compared with $1.960 for the 
corresponding period of 1927, and $1.995 for September, as com 
pared with $1.980 for September, 1927. 

Revenue per passenger-mile averaged 2.836 cents for the 
nine months ended with September, as compared with 2.882 cents 
for the 1927 period, and 2.773 cents for September, as compared 
with 2.808 cents for September, 1927. 

Revenue tons carried one mile in the nine months ended 
with September totaled 314,726,270,000, as compared with 321, 
840,953,000 in the 1927 period, and 39,611,284,000 in September, as 
compared with 39,014,587,000 for September, 1927. . 












RAILROADS AND EMPLOYMENT 


Daniel Willard, president of the Baltimore & Ohio, testify- 
ing before the Senate committee on education and labor, De- 
cember 17, in connection with the committee’s investigation of 
unemployment, discussed railroad labor conditions and the efforts 
that had been made to stabilize employment. He took the position 
that railroad earnings bore a relation to the question of stabiliza- 
tion of railroad employment. For the last eight years, said he, 
the Baltimore & Ohio was about $50,000,000 behind what the 
Commission had, fixed as a fair rate of return on a valuation 
that the company thought was too low. All Class I railroads, 
said he, were $1,900,000,000 behind the rate of return fixed by 
the Commission. He believed that rates should be established 
that would yield a fair return and that they could be borne by 
the traffic. He also said that agriculture could stand its propor: 
tion of an increase that would result in a fair return to the 
railroads. In 1927, said he, the Baltimore & Ohio lost $2,000, 
000 in revenue on its coal traffic as the result-of rate reductions. 
Such losses, said he, made it impossible for the railroads to 
earn a fair return. 

O. S. Jackson, general superintendent of motive power and 
machinery of the Union Pacific, dealt with employment on that 
road. 

James T. Loree, vice-president and general manager of the 
Delaware & Hudson, told the committee that experiments made 
in the stabilization of employment had resulted in savings for 
that company. Employers of labor who did not stabilize em- 
ployment, he said, had to face losses that would result from 
the lowered morale of workers who were not certain of their 
employment. The Delaware & Hudson, he said, had adopted 4 
five-year budget plan looking toward stabilization of employ- 
ment which included the handling of non-revenue freight in 
periods of dullness, the fixing of an elastic work day running 
from eight to ten hours, and insurance against sickness, acci: 
dent, unemployment and other outward conditions. 

Hearings were adjourned before Christmas but will be re~ 
sumed after the holidays. 


You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government -there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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Questions and Answers 


In this artment will be answered questions of both legal and 
t a that confront persons deal with traffic. A specialist 
on interstate commerce law, “ is a member of our legal department, 
will give his opinion in answer to an: — question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of bi traffie man of long experience 
and wide knowledge will answer questions relating to practical traffic 
iems. We do not desire to the place of traffic man but to 

lp him in his work. 3 ‘ 

The “, is eceament - yy to anewer i= Ch eee ow 
uesti le or traffic, may ap: us unwise answ 
o that involves a - omen too complex for the kind of investigation 

herein contemplated. 
Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Mills Building, Washington, D.C. 















Demurrage—Free Time Allowed on Shipments Held at Destina- 
tion Account Congested Terminals and Then Reconsigned 

ilinois.—Question: We had several cars of wheat en route 
to us at Chester. The yards at Chester were blocked with cars 
and there was no room for handling these cars at that station. 
On its own initiative and without conferring with us, the railroad 
held these cars in their terminal yards. After learning that this 
had been done we decided to reconsign this wheat temporarily 
to another point. 


The railroad only allows us twenty-four hours’ free time, 
claiming that where freight is held for reconsignment only 
twenty-four hours are allowed under the tariff. If we had or- 
dered cars stopped for reconsignment, we would pay demurrage 
on the extra twenty-four hours without question. We contend, 
however, that since there was no intention to reconsign when 
the cars were held and we had no knowledge of the intention 
of the railroad to hold them, the fact that we did later decide 
to reconsign them, does not bring these cars within the rule 
governing stopping of cars for the express purpose of recon. 
signing. 

Answer: As to whether these cars come within the demur- 
rage rules governing free time on reconsigned shipments, rule 
2-B of the National Car Demurrage Rules provides that twenty- 
tuur hours’ free time will be allowed when cars are held for 
reconsignment, diversion or reshipment, or held in transit on 
order of consignor, consignee or owner, and that the term 
diversion or reconsignment will be applied as defined in the 
carrier’s tariffs governing such services. The uniform recon- 
signingerules provide a basis for reconsignment while shipment 
is in transit, and this rule is not contingent upon where the car 
is located so long as it has not reached final destination. An- 
other rule is one where the shipper specifically orders car stopped 
and held in transit, the consignee being notified by the carrier, 
and car subsequently diverted or reconsigned. We should judge 
the rule first mentioned applies to the situation you mention. 
There cau be no doubt that the cars were reconsigned. This 
fact is all the twenty-four hours’ free time rule of the demurrage 
tariff requires. 


Item 1-h of the demurrage tariff provides: 


The disposition at point of detention determines the purpose 
for which a car is held and the rule applicable thereto, except 
where there is specific tariff provision to the contrary. 

+ 


Rule 2-B governing free time allowance on cars diverted or 
rgconsigned contains no exception to item 1-(b). Our view is 
that twenty-four hours represents the full amount of free time 
allowable on these cars. 

Demurrage—Computation of Time on Empty Cars Placed on 
Orders, but Not Used in Transportation Service 

Texas.—Question: There is no forty-eight-hour period in 
connection with cars placed and not used in transportation serv- 
ice. Rule 6, section B, of the Uniform Demurrage Rules, reads: 


When empty cars placed on orders are not used in transporta- 
tion service, demurrage will be charged from actual or construc- 
tive placement until released with no free time allowance. 


In rule 3 appears the following note: 


In computing time, Sundays and legal holidays (national, state 
and municipal), but not half holidays, will be excluded, except 
as otherwise provided in section A of rule 9. When lop! holidays 
fall on Sunday the following Monday will be excluded. 


The only question is, “are Sundays and holidays a part of 
the free time, or should Sundays and holidays be exempt from 
time earned on cars placed and not used?” 

-Answer: Sundays and holidays, under the terms of rule 3 
of. the National Demurrage Rules, are non-chargeable days to 
be excluded when computing demurrage charges, no mention 
being made in rule 2 of Sundays and holidays, the rule which 
specifies the amount of free time allowed. 


It is our opinion that in computing demurrage charges on 
cars placed on orders but not used in transportation service, 
under the provisions of section B, of rule 6, Sundays and holidays 
are to be excluded. 
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Demurrage—Weather Interference 

Texas.—Question: A shipment of wooden onion crates ar. 
rives and is placed for unloading, and legal notice given and 
acknowledged. There was no weather interference account of 
rain, or otherwise, from the end of forty-eight-hour free period 
of time, June 19 to 8 a. m., June 23. 

The consignee did not attempt taking physical possession 
of shipment by unloading, but accepted delivery and paid freight 
charges, and the car was not unloaded and released until $108 
demurrage had accrued. 

In the mean time, four or five days were reported with rain- 
fall, and the question is, “Did these rainy days constitute ‘inter- 
ference’ as contemplated in demurrage rules?” 

Answer: In section A-1, of rule 8, of the National Car Demur- 
rage Rules, published in Agent Jones’ I. C. C. 2003, it is provided 
that when the condition of the weather during any part of the 
prescribed free time is such as to make it impossible for men 
or teams to work at loading or unloading, or impossible to place 
freight in cars, or move it from cars without serious injury to 
the freight, or when, because of high water or snow drifts, it is 
impossible, during the prescribed free time, to get to the cars 
and load or unload, the free time may be extended until a total 
of forty-eight hours (or twenty-four hours on cars subject to 
rule 2, section B, paragraph 4) free from such interference shall 
have been allowed. 

It is to be observed that the free time is to be extended only 
when the interference from weather conditions occurs during 
the period of prescribed free time. If, as we understand, the 
condition of the weather during the period of free time was 
not such as to make it impossible, within the terms of section 
A-1, of rule 8, to unload the cars within the free time, no allow- 
ance is to be made for the days on which it rained, in computing 
demurrage charges on the shipment in question. See Obermeyer 
and Liebmann vs. N. Y. C. R. R. Co., 36 I. C. C. 315. 

Routing and Misrouting—Duty of Carrier Where Rate and Route 
Are Shown in Bill of Lading, but Rate Is Not Applicable via 
Any Route 
Illinois.—Question: The Commission’s Conference Ruling 

474 states that where the rate and route are both given by the 
shipper on the bill of lading, and the rate does not apply via 
the route specified, it is the duty of the carrier’s agent to ascer- 
tain from the shipper whether the rate or the route shall be 
followed; that the cdtrier will be held responsible for any dam- 
age which may result from the failure of its agent to follow 
this course. 

We billed a carload of flour to a point in North Carolina, 
the rate on which was based on a transit rate to the river gate- 
way, and a reshipping rate beyond. 

The rate from the river to destination applies over all roads 
from the river gateway, except one, and in routing the bill of 
lading we named the road over which the published rate does 
not apply. . 

Another complication is that the rate we used was the 
hes L. rate and not the carload rate, which we should have 
used. 

The initial railroad turned this car over to the road called 
for in our bill of lading and, as the through rate did not apply, 
it was charged on the basis of the combination rate to and 
beyond Atlanta. 

In reply to our claim, the railroad states that Conference 
Ruling 474 is not applicable in this case because we did not 
show the correct carload rate beyond the river gateway but 
showed a higher rate. 

We would like to know if there is any rule or precedent 
under which we can require the railroad to give us the benefit 
of the through published tariff carload rate from the river cross- 
ings to destination. 

Ruling 474 (c) states that a carrier must refrain from ex- 
ecuting a bill of lading that contains provisions that cannot law- 
fully be complied with or provisions that are contradictory. 
Our bill of lading named a rate that did not apply over the route 
named, and we believe the case comes under the conditions 
outlined in this ruling. 

Please let us have an expression from you. 

Answer: In its decision in Union Saw Mill Company vs. 
St. L. I. M. & S. Ry. Co., 40 I. C. C. 661, it was held by the Com- 
mission that where a rate and route were shown in the bill of 
lading and the rate did not apply via any route, there was a 
conflict between the routing instructions and the rate shown in 
the bill of lading, which made it the duty of the initial carrier 
to obtain further and definite instruction from the consignor, 
its failure to do so rendering it liable to the complainant for 
the additional charges resulting from the misrouting, to the ex- 
tent of the difference between the rate applicable via the route 
of movement and a cheaper rate applicable via an available 
route, of which the initial carrier formed a part. 

The above rule is applicable in the instant case, if the car- 
rier named in your routing instructions was a party to a cheaper 
rate applying via a route other than that specified in the bill 
of lading. If, however, the shipment was forwarded -via the 
cheapest route to which the carrier in question was a party; the 
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shipment was not misrouted, it being the obligation of a carrier 
to forward a shipment in accordance with the shipper’s instruc- 
tions, it being no part of the duty of a carrier to speculate upon 


the reasons which actuate such instructions and to assume that . 


they do not express the shipper’s desire. Switzer Lumber Co. 
vs. T. & N. O. R. R. Co., 21 I. C. C. 290. 


Routing and Misrouting—Liability of a Carrier for Refusal to 
Accept Less-than-Carload Shipment Under Belief that De- 
livery Could Not Be Made at Billed Destination 
California.—Question: Will you kindly give us your opinion 

relative to recovery from the carrier of excess charges paid 

under the following circumstafices: 

An unrouted bill of lading covering a less-than-carload ship- 
ment was tendered to the “X” Ry. at “A,” destination “C.” The 
destination is not located on this carrier’s line but is served by 
two rail lines connecting with it. One line maintains an agency 
station handling both carload and less-carload freight and the 
second line has no facilities for handling less-carload freight. 

The originating carrier refused to sign bill of lading, errone- 
ously advising shipper that destination had no facilities for 
handling less-carload freight and it would be necessary to ship 
to the nearest station maintaining such facilities. As a result, 
shipper permitted change in bill of lading to be made, showing 
destination as “B.” The shipment arrived at “B” via a line 
other than that serving destination, and consignee was called 
upon to either reship from “B” or “C” at the local less-carload 
rate plus the cost of drayage from depot to depot, or take de- 
livery at “B” and dray the shipment to his plant at “C.” 

Consignee elected the latter, as it resulted in a lesser cost, 
and is out of pocket the difference between the freight to “B” 
plus drayage and the amount of freight which would have been 
paid had the shipment moved direct from “A” to “C.” 

Possibly the Commission has had. occasion to render an 
opinion in a situation similar to this. We are unable to locate 
anything further than Conference Ruling No. 509, which, to our 
mind, does not exactly fit the situation. 

Answer: In our opinion, the principle of the Commission’s 
decision in Wall Rope Works vs. P. R. R. Co., 55 I. C. C. 337, is 
applicable in the instant case. In the above referred to case the 
Commission held that the defendant carrier’s refusal to trans- 
port as a carload shipment three shipments of rope, resulting 
in the collection..of the less-than-carload rate thereon, due to 
an erroneous belief on the part of the carrier’s agent that there 
was an embargo against the movement of carload shipment to 
the intended destination of the shipments, but not as to lIess- 
than-carload shipments was unlawful. We, therefore, are of the 
opinion that you are entitled to a refund of the drayage charges 
incurred by reason of the carrier’s refusal to accept your ship- 
ment for transportation to the destination shown in the bill of 
lading, there being an available route via which it could have 
moved to “C” as a less-than-carload shipment. 

Tariff Interpretation—Switching Rate at-Destination in Effect 

Date of Delivery of Shipment to Carriers:at Point of Origin 

IMinois—Question: Your valuable opinion would be ap- 
preciated in the following case: A shipment leaves point of 
origin August 10, 1928, and is accorded a transit privilege, ar- 
riving at transit point August 15, 1928. It is then reshipped to 
its ultimate destination December 7, 1928, charges being col- 
lected at the local rates to and from the transit points. The 
shipment is entitled to the joint through rate from point of 
origin to final or ultimate destination. However, this particular 
shipment is to be delivered to a team track located on a line 
who acts as switching carrier only. The switching charge is 
to be added to the through rate and collected from the consignee. 
The switching carrier had in effect a rate of 3%c cwt. from 
connections at destinations to their team tracks. This rate was 
in effect up to December 1, 1928 at which time it was canceled 
and a new rate of 3c cwt. became effective December 1928. 

The tariff naming the through rate from point of origin to 
destination carries a clause reading as follows: “Subject to 
rules and regulations of terminal carriers tariffs in regards to 
switching,” etc. Your opinion as to what date governs in regard 
to switching tariff; that is, point of origin date or date shipment 
arrives at destination, would be appreciated. 

Answer: In our opinion, the switching rate in effect prior 
to December 1, 1928, is applicable on the shipment in question. 
See the Commission’s opinion in Through Rates and Through 
Routes, 12 I. C. C. 163, in which the Commission held that there 
can be but one through rate in effect between two given points 
at a given time, and this rate may be a joint rate or a combina- 
tion of rates applicable on through business; that tariffs cannot 
have a retroactive effect; that is cannot be made to apply to 
conditions other than those existing upon the date when such 
tariffs become effective; that a combination through rate is as 
binding, definite and absolute as a joint through rate; and that 
all of the conditions, regulations and provisions obtaining as 
to any factor in such combination rate for through shipment 
at the time of initial shipment upon such combination through 
rate must be adhered to and cannot be varied as to that ship- 
ment during the period of transportation of such shipment to 
its final destination. See also the Commission’s opinion in Kan- 
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sas City Board of Trade vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. 69 I. C. C. 185, 
in which the Commission held that storage in transit and other 
transit arrangements rest upon the fiction that the incoming 
and outgoing transportation services, while distinct, are applied 
to a continuous shipment from point of origin to point of destina- 
tion. 

Routing and Misrouting—Division of Revenue Where Carrier 

Misroutes Shipment 

Louisiana.—Question: It is my understanding that a carrier 
is not permitted to participate in the division of a rate to which 
they are not a party. 

As a case in point, suppose that there was a through pub. 
lished rate from A to B applicable in connection with earriers 
X and Y. Carrier X delivers a shipment to a carrier Z, which 
carrier hauls the shipment 150 miles out of route and returns 
it to carrier X at another junction or, perhaps at the same junc- 
tion at which it was received adding nothing to the transporta- 
tion service. This carrier Z insists that it be allowed compensa- 
tion by the settling carrier Y for its haul and states that there 
is nothing in the law that would prohibit them from accepting 
a division of the through rate as its proportion. It is, of course, 
understood that carrier Y must give the shipper the benefit of 
the through rate and divide the revenue among the carriers 
entitled to receive same. It would be my opinion that carrier 
Z would be entitled to its local rate from the junction point 
where it received the shipment from carrier X to the point to 
which they returned the shipment, provided that carrier X routed 
the shipment over the lines of carrier Z. In this case carrier X 
would be responsible for misrouting. 

It is, of course understood that the shipment was tendered 
to carrier X at point A without any routing whatever. 

Answer: We assume that the tariff naming the through 
rate did not carry the so-called “carrier’s routing” clause, under 
which clause the through rate is applicable via all lines parties 
to the tariff, even though, through error, the shipment is for- 
warded via a carrier not specified in the routing instructions by 
one of the carriers parties to the routing instructions, or that 
carrier Z is not a party to the tariff naming the through 
rate from A to B. If so, whether carrier Z may accept 
less than its local rate for the haul from the point at 
which the shipment was delivered to it by carrier B to 
the point at which it was returned to carrier X. depends 
upon how the rate applicable ‘over the route of movement is 
constructed. If, for instance, the rate applicable via route of 
movement is constructed on a combination of locals over the 
junction point at which the shipment is returned to carrier X, 
or over the junction between carrier X and Y, and carrier Z 
is a party to the rate from A to either of these two junctions, 
carrier Z could participate with carrier X, in our opinion, in 
any division of the joint rate to either of these two junctions 
upon any basis of divisions mutually agreed upon. 

In other words, it is our opinion that a carrier which is a 
party with the misrouting carrier, to a factor which is applied 
to a misrouted shipment via the route of movement, may agree 
upon a basis for the division of this rate between its line and 
the misrouting carrier, but may not divide with the misrouting 
carrier any portion of its division of a factor to which the mis- 
routing carrier is not a party. For example, if the rate from 
A to B via route of movement was constructed on a combination 
over the junction point at which the shipment was delivered 
by carrier X to carrier Z, this is, a local rate applicable via 
carrier X from A to its junction with carrier Z, and a joint 
through rate applicable from that junction to B via carriers Z 
and Y, assuming the shipment to have been delivered by carrier 
Z to carrier Y, carrier Z could not contribute any portion of its 
division of this joint rate to carrier X in order to help out that 
line by reason of its misrouting of the shipment. Or, if the 
through rate via the route of movement was a combination of 
local rates over the junction at which the shipment was deliv- 
ered by carrier X to carrier Z and the junction at which it was 
returned to carrier X by carrier Z, carrier Z could not participate 
with carrier X in a division of the through rate applicable via 
carriers X and Y, to which carrier Z is not a party. 

The only rulings of the Commission which have any bearing 
upon this question we are able to locate are Conference Rulings 
198, 205, 214 (d) and 474 (a). However, none of the Conference 
Rulings referred to have been applied by the Commission in 
any case to a statement of facts such as you set forth in your 
letter. 

Routing and Misrouting—Application of Paragraph 8, Section 15, 
of Act 

INinois—Question: We would appreciate advice regarding 
the provisions of paragraph 8, section 15, of the interstate com- 
merce act. 

This section provides that “In all cases * * * the per- 
son * * * ghall have the right to designate * * * which 
of such through routes such ‘property shall be transported to 
destination, * * *.” It is further “provided, however, that 
the shipper shall in all instances have the right to determine, 
where competing lines of railroad constitute portions of a 
through line or route, over which of said competing lines so 
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Gentlemen: 
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The service that we are receiving from your com- 
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that you are giving, and will certainly be glad to 
recommend it to anyone desiring the service of an 
up-to-date traffic organization in Washington. 


Yours very truly, 


MINNESOTA-ATLANTIC TRANSIT CO. 


(Signed) A. R. SHEFF, 
General Freight Agent. 
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constituting a portion of said through line or route his freight 
shall be transported.” f 

We are interested in this provision of this portion of the 
act in so far as it applies on shipments delivered at point of 
origin to the Mississippi-Warrior Service, where there are 
through rates in effect in connection with competing rail carriers. 
; It is admitted that the main body. of this paragraph relates 
‘only to traffic handled by rail carriers. What we are interested 
in is the application of the provision in connection therewith. 
It is our belief that this provision entitles the shipper to specify 
the rail carrier routing, where there are two competing rail 
carriers, which is to be used beyond the water carrier, subject, 
of course, to any specific routing instructions which may be 
carried in the tariff naming the rate. 

Answer: ‘We can locate no deeision in which the applica- 
tion of paragraph 8, of section 15, of the interstate commerce 
act, in so far as its application to a carrier by water as the 
initial carrier, has been considered. It is clear that the first 
portion of the paragraph applies only to a rail carrier_and, in 
our opinion, the proviso to which you refer is also limited to 
traffic delivered to a railroad carrier as the initial carrier. The 
subject..matter of the_proviso is, in our opinion, that contained 
in the first portion of paragraph 8, the proviso not being an 
independent provision- of the paragraph and in reality adds 
nothing to the preceding provisions of paragraph 8. 

As we understand, the barge line is a corporation not suable 
by reason of its corporate entity. It would, therefore, seem that 
the duty of the barge line with respect to routing is to be de- 
termined by the common law. 

TRAFFIC WORLD 55 shrdlufwp 

It would seem that, so far as joint rates and the routes 
applicable in connection therewith are subject to the .interstate 
commerce act, they have a legal status and. constitute a holding 
out or offer on the part of the barge line to accept shipments 
for certain points via certain routes. While the Commission’s 
jurisdiction with respect to the rates published in such tariffs 
is not coextensive with its jurisdiction over rail carriers under 
paragraph 8, of section 15, of the act, it seems that the barge line 
by the publication and filing of its tariffs with the Commission, 
which tariffs, the courts have held, have the force of statutes, 
offers to accept shipments for transportation to points beyond 
its line via routes specified by the shipper composed of carriers 
parties to the tariff naming the joint through rate, subject, of 
course, to specific routing instructions contained in the tariff. 
In other words, we believe that the duty of the barge line is 
to accept shipments for movement via routes over which it 
tells the shipping public, through its lawfully published and 
filed tariffs, it has established its rates. We believe that the 
general rule governing rail carriers is applicable, this rule being 
stated in section 84 of 10 Corpus Juris: 


The general rule is that, where the shipper on tendering the 
goods for transportation gives specific directions as to the routing 
of the goods to be shipped, it is the duty of the carrier to obey 
these directions, and it will be liable for any injuries directly 
resulting from a non-observance thereof. Where the carrier re- 
fuses to route as demanded by the shipper, there is a failure to 
perform a duty to the shipper imposed by law and a completed 
legal wrong is then done. 


In Inman vs. St. Louis R. Co., 37 S. W. 37, the court held: 


The right of the shipper to have his goods delivered to the 
connectipg line is involved in the right to consign them as he 
chooses. He cannot compel the. first carrier, at common law, to 
assume any obligation beyond his own line, but, in our opinion, 
he has as clear a right to compel such carrier to carry it to the 
end of his line and deliver, according to the usual course, to a 
connecting carrier with which there is an established method of 
doing such business, as he has to have delivery made to any con- 
signee whom he may select. : 


In Wiggins Ferry Co. vs. Chicago R. Co., 30 S. W. 430, the 
court held: 


The shipper of goods has the undoubted right to designate 
over what connecting lines his goods shall be shipped, and the 
first carrier is bound to obey the directions of the shipper in this 
respect, and, if he disobeys them, he is liable for a conversion. 

Necessarily, the right to select the route over which a ship- 
ment is to move, depends upon the holding out of the carrier 
to move shipments via routes certain. It would seem, however, 
that where through routes are established on interstate traffic, 
as provided by the interstate commerce law, and the carrier is 
thereby holding them out to the public at the joint through 
rate named, the shipper has the right to compel the initial carrier 
to transport the goods and deliver them to a connecting line as 
designated by the shipper. 

State vs. Interstate Traffic 

INlinois.—Question: A less-carload shipment was made from 
A, Mo., to B, Miss. The consignee to whom we made this ship- 
ment was at C, Miss., and the shipment was therefore unclaimed 
at the first destination, and some storage accrued. We sur: 
rendered the bill of lading and asked the carrier holding the 
shipment at B to forward it to C. The published interstate 
rate from A, Mo., to B was collected, also an interstate rate 
from B, Miss., to ©, Miss., this interstate rate exceeding the 
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intrastate rate, and the carrier refuses to refund down *té th. 
basis of the intrastate rate from B to C. 

There are no reconsigning rules on L. C. L. traffic, and we 
contend that, while the shipment did not leave possession of 
the carrier, a new shipment was made intrastate and that rate 
should be collected. 

We have been unable to locate any decisions of the Commis. 
sion which would clear up this question, and will thank yoy 
to give us your views. : 

Answer: In our opinion, the interstate rate must be applied 
on the movement from B to C, for the reason that at the time 
the shipment left point of origin there was an intention on your 
part to ship it to C. There was no delivery of the shipment at 
B, and the fact that, because of a lack of reconsigning rules 
as to less-than-carload shipments the local rate from B to ¢ 
was chargeable on the shipment, does not change its interstate 
character, there having been an original and continuing. inten. 
tion to forward the shipment to C from the time it left the 
original point of shipment. See Woodward & Son vs. Southern 
Ry. Co., 146 I. C. C. 583, which case sets forth the conditions 
under which a shipment must be moved in order that the intra- 
state rate may be applied on a subsequent movement. See also 
Muse Lumber Co. vs. Director-General, 85 I. C. C. 267. 


Digest of New Complaints 


No. 21684. Sub. No. 11. Ware Brothers, Agency, Tuscumbia, Ala., vs. 
Cc. B. & Q. et al. 

Inapplicable and unreasonable charges on old cotton bale cover. 
ing material, from Ashburn, Mo., to Tuscumbia, Ala. Asks rates 
for future and reparation. 

. 21684. Sub. No. 12. Same vs. A. C. L. et al. 

Same complaint and prayer as to same commodity from Phila- 
delphia, Pa., to Tuscumbia, Ala. 

. 21684. Sub. No. 13. *Same vs. A. G. S. et al. 

Same complaint and prayer as to same commodity from 
Laurel, Miss., to Tuscumbia, Ala. 

. 21684. Sub. No. 14. Same vs. A. C. L. et al. 

Same complaint and prayer as to same commodity from 
Gibbstown, N. J., to Tuscumbia, Ala. 

21684. Sub. No. 15. Same vs. A. C. L. et al. 

Same complaint and prayer as to same commodity from 
Albany, Ga., to Tuscumbia, Ala. 

. 21684. Sub. No. 16. Same vs. A. C. L. et al. 

Rates, ratings and charges in violation of sections 1 and 4 
of the act, on old cotton bale covering material and jute bagging, 
from Henderson, N. C., to Tuscumbia, Ala. Same prayer. 

. 21684. Sub. No. 17. Same vs. B. & O. et al. 

Inapplicable and unreasonable rates and charges on old cotton 
bale covering material, from Fairchance, Pa., to Tuscumbia, Ala. 
Asks rates for future and reparation. 

. 21684. Sub. No. 18. Same vs. N. & W. et al. 

Same complaint and prayer as to same commodity from Hope- 

well, Va., to Tuscumbia, Ala. 
. 21684. Sub. No. 19. Same vs. B. & O. et al. 

Same complaint and prayer as to same commodity from Lock- 
land, O., to Tuscumbia, Ala. 

21684. Sub. No. 20. Same vs. Missuori Pacific et al. 

Same complaint and prayer as to same commodity from Carth- 
age, Mo., to Tuscumbia, Ala. 

' ea \ camel N. Marthens Marble Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. B. & 

. et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of sections 1 and 4 of the act, 
on rough marble blocks, from New York harbor lighterage points 
and New Jersey shore to Chicago, Ill. Asks reparation. 


. 21729. Jackson (Miss.) Traffic Bureau for R. H. Green vs. Oregon 
Short Line et al. 
Rate in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on lettuce, from 
enw, Colo., to Jackson, Miss. Asks lawful rates and repara- 
on. 


. 21730. Jos. V. Ferguson et al., New Orleans, La., vs. B. & O. et al. 
TInreasonable rates and charges on hay, from points in Indiana 

tot points in Louisiana. Asks cease and desist order and repara- 
on. 

. 21731. The Paragon Cooperage Co. et al., Ft. Wayne, Ind., vs. 

B. & O. et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of first three sections of the 
act, on coiled elm hoops, from Bryan, O., and South Whitley, Ind., 
to Albany, ., Baltimore, Md., Boston, Mass., Norfolk, Va., 
Philadelphia, Pa., and other points. Asks rates for future and 
reparation. 

. 21732. Nye & Jenks Grain Co., Omaha, Neb., vs. C. B. & Q. et al. 

Charges in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on corn, 
from Omaha, Neb., to Oakland, Calif. Asks rate for future on 
grain and reparation. ? 

. 21733. All Steel-Equip Co., Aurora; Ill., et al. vs. A. C. & Y. et al. 

Rates in violation of first three sections of the act, on damaged 
or defective sheet iron or steel (waster plates or sheets, etc.), 
between points in official classification and Illinois classification 
territories. Ask rates for future and reparation. 

21734. S. Birkenstein & Sons, Inc., Chicago, Ill., vs. New York 
Central. 

Charges in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on rags 
known as grade O. khaki rough coats and breeches, from 
Chicago to New York. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

. 21735. A. Feldkirchner, Beatrice, Neb., et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1, 3 and 15 of the act, on coal 
from Christopher and other Illinois points to points in Nebraska. 
Ask rates for future and reparation. 

. 21736. The O. A. Smith Agency, Inc., Cincinnati, O., vs. Santa 
Fe et al? 

Unreasonable rates on worn-out and defective taximeters and 
parts, from between all points of origin in U. S. and Dayton, 
O. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

. 21737. L. A. Arbogast, Jr., et al., doing business as Dacotah Oil 
Co., Jamestown, N. D., vs. Santa Fe et al. 


Unreasonable rates on petroleum products, from points in 
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Arkansas, Kansas, Oklahoma and Texas to points in North Da- 
kota. As rates for future and reparation. 

. 21738. The State Co., Columbia, 8S. C., vs. A. C. L. et al. 
Unreasonable rates on imported newsprint paper, from Charles- 

ton, S. C., to Columbia, S. C. Asks rates for future and repara- 


tion. 
. 21739. T. H. McVay, Baltimore, Md., vs. Chesapeake Beach et al. 
Rates in violation of sections 1 and 4 of the act, on logs, from 
rates Md., to Falconer, N, Y. Asks rates for future and rep- 
aration. . 
21741. E. L. Palmer et al., Chicago, Ill., vs. Missouri Pacific et ‘al. 
Unreasonable rates and charges on mine timbers, from points on 
the Missouri Pacific in Missouri to points in Illinois. Ask neces- 
sary tariff provisions for routing via the shortest, most direct and 
cheapest practicable route, etc., and reparation. 
. oo ene Coal & Ice Co. et al., Asheville, N. C., vs. South- 
ern et al. 
Unreasonable rates and charges on coal, from points in Ken- 


No. 





Note. items in the Docket marked with an asterisk (*) are new, 
having been added since the last issue of The Traffic Werid. Cancel- 
lations and postponements anneunced too late te shew the change in 
this Docket will be noted elsewhere. 


December 27—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Davis: 

* Finance No. 7292—Application Emporia Telephone Co. for authority 
je saguite control of Sabetha Telephone Co. by purchase of capital 
stock. 

* Finance No. 7293—Application Emporia Telephone Co. for authority 
- caer control of Paola Telephone Co.by purchase of capital 
stock. ; ‘ 

* Finance No. 7305—Joint Application Mountain States Telephone & 
Telegraph Co. and Montezuma County Telephone Co. for a cer- 
tificate that the acquisition by the former company of the prop- 
erties of the latter company will be of. advantage to the persons 
to whom service is to be rendered and in the public interest. 


December 27—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
20456 (and Sub. 1)—Christian Feigenspan vs. C. R. R. of N. J. 
18478—Strouds Creek & Muddlety R. R. Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 


December 28—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
20306—-Baltimore Association of Commerce et al. vs. American Ha- 
waiian S. S. Co. et al. 


January 2—Dallas, Tex.—Assistant Director Davis: 
Finance No. 5472—Construction of line by G. C., & S&S. F. Ry. 


January 32—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Mullen: 
bes 4 (and Sub. 1 and 2)—Bedford Pulp & Paper Co. vs. C. & O,. 


y. et al, 
19696 (Sub. 3)—Buena-Vista Extract Co. et al. vs. C. & O. Ry. 


January 3-4—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
hae = ‘ — 6—Rate Structure Investigation, Part 6, Iron and Steel 
¢ rticles. 
15490—Alan Wood Iron & Steel Co. et al. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
ae on iron and steel articles in carloads within state of 
oO. 
18547—Cleveland Chamber of Commerce vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
18548—Jones & Laughlin Steel Corp. vs. A. & E. R. R. et al. 
18627—Cumberland Steel Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
18667—American Rolling Mill Co. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
18688—Inland Steel Co. et al. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 


18951—-Detroit Board of Commerce vs. A. & E. R. R. et al. 
19023—Kalamazoo Chamber of Commerce vs. A. & E. R. R. et al. 
19036—Lansing Chamber of Commerce vs. A. & EB. R. R. et al. 
19066—Motor Wheel Corp. vs. A. & E. R. R. et al. 
19085—Elmira Steel Co., Inc., vs. L. V. R. R. et al. 

19134—Natl, Supply Co. et al. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. et al. 
19400—Keystone Steel & Wire Co. vs. C. & A. R. R. et al. 


19428-;The Kawneer Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 

19496—Barry Mfg. Co. vs. A. & E. R. R. et al. 

19631—Keystone Steel & Wire Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 

1. & §S. 2713—Iron and steel articles from Brazil and Terre Haute, 
Ind., to Chicago. 

1. & S. 2890—Iron and steel articles, cls., between points in New 
England territory. 

1. + + 2896—Iron and steel articles from Cleveland, O., to Dunkirk, 


January 4—Muskogee, Okla.—Examiner Griffin: 
1 onsolidated Southwestern Cases et al. (Petition of Mer- 
chants’ and Manufacturers’ Traffic Bureau of Muskogee, Okla., 
dated Oct. 2, 1928, and Bartlett-Collins Co. and other glass com- 
panies’ petition dated Oct. 25, for modification of findings and 
orders heretofore entered in these proceedings to eliminate certain 
commodities from these proceedings, are assigned for hearing on 
question of whether window glass, rough rolled, glass, polished, 
wire glass, lamp chimneys, lantern globes, glass globes, soda ash, 
salt cake and cullet, glass bottles, carboys, demijohns or jars, not 
otherwise indexed by name, in current Western Classification, 
jelly glasses, tumblers, including caps, covers, stoppers or tops, in 
stralg t or mixed C. L., shouud be eliminated from these proceed- 
ngs. 


January 4—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Harris: 
1. & S. 3209—Storage of grain for export at Baltimore, Md., Phila- 
delphia, Pa., and New York, N. Y. 
January 4—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Sullivan: 
21517—Middle Creek R. R. Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 


January 4—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Harraman: 
21018—Edmund D. Codman vs. B. & M. R. R. et al. 
January 5—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
* Finance No. 6190—Claim of the Calumet, Hammond & Southeastern 
R. R. under Section 204 of the Transportation Act, 1920. 


January 5—Houston, Tex.—Assistant Director Davis: 

Finance No. 7019—Joint and Several Application of Texas & New 
Orleans R. R. and International-Gt. Nor. R. R. et al. for authority 
to operate over the tracks of the Harris County-Houston Ship 
Channel Navigation District and to acquire control of said tracks 
and appurtenances. 

January 7—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Mullen: 
* 1. & S. 3211—Crude sulphur (brimstone) from Baltimore, Md., to 
Hamilton, Ont. 
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tucky, Tennessee, Virginia and West Virginia, to Asheville ang 
other North Carolina points. Ask rates for future and reparation, 


No. 21743. West Virginia’ Brick Co. et al., Charleston, W. Va., ys 































































C. & O. et al. ail 
Unreasonable rates and charges on brick and articles takin 
the same rates, from Charieston, W. Va., and points in Ohio an Ricuaxp A. : 
Kentucky, to points in West Virginia, Kentucky, and Virginia, 
Ask rates for future and reparation. ZWEI 
No. 21744. The Borden Co. et al., New York, N. Y., vs. Erie et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act Practice Be 
on tin plate, from McKeesport, Pa., to Randolph, N. Y. Ask rate Rates- 
for the future and reparation. 

No. 21746. Acme Product Co., Inc., et al., DeQuincy, La., vs. New Suit 
Orleans, Texas & Mexico et al. Telephones 

Rates -in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act.-on rosin, from _———— 
points in Louisiana to points in. Indiana, Illinois, Ohio, and other 
states. Ask reparation. H. 

F. J. WRIG 
: 
7~—orr 
January 7—Muskogee, Okla.—Examiner Griffin: [linois Me 
17454—Oklahoma Salvage and Supply Co. vs. W. F., R. & Ft. W. 
R. R. et al. (for purpose of receiving proof as to paying and bear- 
ing of the charges on shipments involved). Cham! 
21198—Quinton Spelter Co. vs. C. R. L & P. Ry. et al. New 
January 7—Peoria, Ill—Examiner Maidens: 
—_ aoe Sanitary Manufacturing Co., Inc., vs. A. T. & S. F. Formerly 
Ry. etal. ‘ me ee La 
January 7—New York, N. Y.—Commissioner Lewis and Atty. Ex- —n 


*_aminer Barclay: 5 

17000—Part 5—Rate Structure Investigation. Furniture in so far 
as it embraces the classifications, ratings, rates, charges, rules, 
regulations and practices pertaining to the interstate transporta- 
tion of furniture. ‘ 

18323—-Investigation of Rates on Furniture. 

1. & S. 2828—Metal Furniture in C. F. A. Terry. 
8568—Hey wood- Wakefield Co. et al. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. Cc 

18835—Grand Rapids Show Case Co. et al. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 

19306—Hey wood- Wakefield Co. et al. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 

20022—Mayer & Co. vs. L. I. R. R. et al. 

20597—Heywood- Wakefield Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 

l. & S. 3102—Classification Ratings on Furniture Frames. R 





20726—Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. G. S. R. R. et al. 
21061—I. Addison, Trading as Florida Mattress Factory, et al vs. 
A. & R. R. R. et al. . Att 
21087—-The Stationers Corp. vs. P. M. Ry. et al. 
21118—Heywood-Wakefield Co. et al. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. et al., 412 W 
and receivers thereof. 
21135—Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. For 
Portions Fourth Section Appl. 2057 et al. (further hearing). i 
January 7—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Disque: C 
1. & S. 3206—Hollow Building Tile between points in Trunk Line, enineiiil 


Cc. F. A. and W. T. L. territories. 
January 8—Muskogee, Okla.—Examiner Griffin: 
* 19443 (and Sub. 1)—Merchants and Manufacturers’ Traffic Bureau 
et al. vs. K. O. & G. Ry. et al. 
January 8—Peoria, Ill.—Examiner Maidens: 
21481—Central Illinois Petroleum Marketers and Consumers Assn. 





et al. vs. A. & E. R. R. et al. — 
January 8—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Sullivan: ‘ 
1. & S. 3130—Consolidated Southwestern Cases. (In so far as it has 
to do with coal tar and pitch.) 
January 8—Washington, D. C.—Assistant Traffic Director Pitt: 
Fourth Section Application Nos. 542 et al. Rates. on stoves and 
ranges from, to and between points in southern territory. 
January 8—Muskogee, Okla.—Examiner Griffin: Pre 
1. & S. 3179—Glass or Silica Sand from Guion, Ark., to Ark., La. and F 
Okla. Tra 
January 8&—Chicago, IIl_—Examiner Disque: 
21355—Supreme Lodge of the World, Loyal Order of Moose vs. GEN! 
Cc. B. & Q. R. R., et al. Aube 
January 3—Lansing, Mich.—Michigan Public Utilities Commission: Pome 
* Finance No. 7262—Application Manistee & N: E. Ry. for authority and Daz 
to acquire control by lease of railroad of Leelanau Transit Co. experts; 
January 9—Springfield, Ill.—Ilinois Commerce Commission: pd FP 
Finance No. 6993—Application T. P. & W. R. R. for authority to Publie J 
operate from Peoria to Hollis over the railreads of the Chicago, ph, 
Burlington & Quincy R. R. and Peoria Terminal Co. and to con- 
— certain connecting tracks in Peoria and Tazewell counties, La 
I ! 
January 9—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Disque: 
21424—Shafton Co., et al. vs. F. E. C. Ry., et al. 
January 9—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
18464—Austin Powder Co. vs. W. & L. E. Ry. et al. J 
15924—-Grasselli Chemical Powder Co. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al ' ——— 
16938—E. I. Du Pont De Nemours & Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al 
18963—American Agricultural Chemical Co. vs. A. & S. Ry, et al. 
19366, and Sub. 1—Magnolia Petroleum Co. vs. A. T. & S. FP Ry. et al c 
‘ 


January 9—Memphis, Tenn.—Examiner Bardwell: 
13535—Consolidated Southwestern Cases. 
21632—Intrastate rates within Louisiana. 
14880—Dallas Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. 










t al. 
15463—-St. Louis Chamber of Commerce vs. A. & R. R. R. et al 
January 9—Galveston, Tex.—Examiner Koch: 
alveston Commercial Assn. vs. G. H. & 8S. A. Ry. et al. 
20685—The Cooper Grocery Co. et al. vs. A. & N. C. R. R. et al 
Fourth Section Application 13271. 
January 10—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
1 . H. Treyz & Co. et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
20309——Atlantic Coal Tar Distillates vs. B. & O. R. R.’et al. 
20792—-E. A. Boyce Co., Inc., et al. vs. St. L. B. & M. R. R. et al. 





January 10—Fresno, Calif.—Examiner Davis: 

Finance No. 7024—Application of Western Pacific California R. R. 
(a) to construct a line of railroad from Nilegarden to a connec- 
tion with the Tidewater Southern Ry. 24 miles, in San Joaquin 
and Stanislaus Counties, Calif., (b) to construct a line of rail- 
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road from a point near Hilmar in a general southeasterly direc- 
tion approximately 81 miles, to Fresno, Calif., in Merced, Madera 
and esno counties, Calif., (c) to construct a line of railroad 
from a point at or near Fresno in a general southeasterly di- 
rection to Kings River, approximately 21 miles, in Fresno and 
Tulare counties, Calif., and (d) to operate under trackage rights 
over the Tidewater Southern Ry. from Shoemake to a point near 
Hilmar, a - -iptauaaecaaael 12 miles, in Stanislaus and Merced coun- 
ties, Cali 
January 10—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Disque: 
“— (and Sub. 1)—North American ‘Provision Co. vs. M. & N. A. 
(CW. Stephenson, Rec.), et al. 
21 ieh—Corrolt Graham Bottle Co., Ine. vs. C. & N. W. Ry., et al. 
January 11—Chicago Nag? —Examiner Disque: 
21657—Armour & , et al. vs, St. L.-S. F. Ry. 
January 11—Rock alana Ill.—Examiner Maidens: 
21 ae Island Sash and Door Works et al. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. 
eta 
domuary 11—Tulsa, Okla.—Examiner Griffin: 
21272—Skelly Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 4% et al. 


21467—Phillips Petroleum Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
January 11—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
15823—Duluth Chamber of Commerce vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 


15824—Grand Forks Commercial Club vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 


January 11—Oconto, Wis.—Railroad Commission of Wisconsin: 
Finance No. 7135—Application C. & N. W. Ry. for authorit 
abandon a line ofr ads in Oconto and Langlade counties, = 


somuary 12—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Disque: 
— a 9 pg Bros. Co., a Corporation, et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
y., ot a 


January 14—Cincinnati, O.—Examiner Hoy: 

20877—Rates on salt to and between points in southern territory. 

16133—Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 

17032—Florence Chamber of Commerce vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 

17117—Hudson & Thompson et al. ie N. I & N. R. R. et al. 

20657—Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 

Fourth Section Application Nos. 2056, 2057, 2060, 601, 542, 1548, 3965, 
2138, 2045, 1563, 1787 and 2043. 

20829—-Chattanooga Mfgrs. Assn. et al. vs. S. P. et al. 

— _ Sub. 1)—Americus Grocery Co. et al. vs. A. G. S. R. R. 


* 20660" Birmingham Traffic o- va. I. C. RK. R. et al. 

* 20926—Cherokee Mills et al. L. & N. R. R. et al. 

* 21180—Buckley-Young Co. va. a G. 8S. R. R. et al. 

January 14—Washington, D. C.—Assistant aes | Durseii: 

* Finance No. 6754—Construction of branches by P. L. & W. R. R. 
* Finance No. 6755—Control of P. L. & W. R. R. by Montour R. R. 


January 14—Moline, Ill.—Examiner Maidens: 
a ee agegsl Moline Association of Commerce et al. vs. A. 
. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


PER 14—Tulsa, Okla.—Examiner Griffin: 
a (and Sub. 1)—Dunn Manufacturing Co. vs. A. T.-& S. F. Ry. 


a& 7.6 8. h 


See eee 


** 


al. 
21§00~ Lucey Manufacturing Corp. of Tenn., et al. 
y.e 
; joneaey 14—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Disque: 
21526—James B. Clow & Sons vs. L. V. R. R. et al. 


January 14—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Woodrow: 
Valuation No. 989—In re tentative valuation of the properties of 
North American Telegraph Co. et al. 
Valuation No. 1081—In re tentative valuation of the properties of 
the Mackay Companies, Land Line System. 


January 14—New Orleans, La.—Examiner~* Bardwell: 
1 onsolidated Southwestern Cases. 
21632—Intrastate Rates within Louisiana. 
14880—Dallas Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & R. 
14416—Little Rock Board of Commerce vs. A. & S. Ry. 
15463—St. Louis Chamber of Commerce ys. A. & R. R. R. ét al. 


January 15—Chicago, IIl. ee ag Disque: 
21168—Swift & Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


fommery 16—Rockford, Ill. Seasons seehgene: 


21207—Chappel Bros. .» anc., vs. C. B. & Q. -R. R. et al. 
January 16—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
20090—Globe Grain & Milling Co. vs. S. P. Co. 
20209—-San Diego Chamber of Commerce vs. & R. R. R. et al. 


20395-+Pacific Cottonseed Products Corp. et . vs. IntersCal. Ry. 


et al 


congery * ibaaded York, N. Y.—Chairman Campbell and Examiner 
owell: 
& £ S. 3208—Newsprint paper from points in Canada to New York, 
Y., and related points. 
* 21758 State Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 

January 16—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Suliven: 
21346—W. J. Foye. umber Co. et al. vs. A. & N. 
January 17—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
1 wosso Manufacturing Co. | sy vs. & G. Ry. et al. 
20139—Charles B. Justice Co. vs. H. I.-U. ry et al. 
20463—Butler’s Feed Mills et al. vs. Hn 1.-U. Ry. et al. 


coniary 17—El Paso, Tex.—Examiners Worthington and Walsh: 
17000—Rate Structure Investigation, Part 10, Hay. 

be wry 3 - of Railroad Commissioners of State of South Dakota 

C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 

19202 Wichita Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 

12244—-Corporation Commission of Oklahoma vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 

Fourth Section Application 13040—Hay from S. D. 

January 17—Chicago, Ill._—Examiner Disque: 
21529—Board of Trade of City of Chicago vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
January 17—San Francisco, Calif.—Examiner Davis: 

Finance No. 7025—Application Western Pacific California R. R. for 
authority to ee a line of railroad from San Francisco to 
Redwood City, Calif. 

vnneney Avan linear at Washington, D. C.: 
19534—She oe ed A V. S..& P. Ry. et al. 
anda — Hig nbotham-Bartlett Co.,“Inc., et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 


t al. 
20807Amaritlo Board ef City Development et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 


- et 
20495 Cieero Smith Lumber Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. R. R. et al. 
20331—Lone Star Gas Co. et al. vs. C. R LL & G. Ry. et al. 
donuery 18—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Examiner Griffin: 


Board of County Commissioners, Garfiel 
Oklahoma, vs. A. T. "e S. F. Ry. et al. d County, State of 


. R. R. et al. 
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January 19—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Maidens: 
21 McCaull-Dinsmore Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 
21274—-H. C. King & Sons, Inc., vs. Mich. Cent. R. R. 


January 19—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
wey of Idaho ex rel. Public Utilities Commission of Tdaho 
Oo. S. L. R. R. et al. 
20626—is1 Campo Rice Milling Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et a 


Janunary 19—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Examiner Griffin: 
21144—Williamson-Halsell-Frasier Co. et al. vs. O. S. L. R. R. et al. 


anuary 21—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Examiner Griffin: 
1. & S. wh Re charges at Oklahoma City, Okla., 
Ft. S. & W. R. and St. L.-S. F. Ry. 


January Ah shea hae bg Minn.—Examiner or ws 
21450—Watab Paper Co. vs. A. G. S. R. R. al. 
Portions Fourth Section Appl. 2060, filed oy. 5 F. Tucker. 


January 21—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
18965—Albert Lea Packing Co. vs. C, M. & St. P. Ry. et al. 
19977—R. E. Funsten Co. et al. vs. A. Pas & S. F. Ry. et al. 
20276—Allied Packers, Inc., et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 


January 21—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Disque: 
1. & S. 3203—Transit provisions on grain and related commodities 
at points on C. & A. R. R. 


January 22—Phoenix, Ariz.—Examiners Worthington and Walsh: 
21443—Sodium Products Corpn. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 


January 22—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Disque: 
21375—American Salt Corp., et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry., et al, 


January 22—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
> 3 eae News Shipbuilding & Dry Dock Co. vs. B. & O.R 
-@ 
7 ea Iron & Metal Co., Inc., et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
20054—E. Corbett et al. vs. Can. Pac. Ry. et al. 
50682—Polito & Moscrey Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 
Portions of Fourth Section Application 2176. 
20070—Consumers Material Corp. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
January 22—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Maidens: 
21063—Ry-Krisp Co. et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 


January 23—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Examiner Griffin: 
1. & 3192 (and ist sup.)—Routing cotton from St. L.-S. F. Ry. 
points in Oklahoma to Southeastern and Carolina territory, also 
to Eastern cities. 
Fourth Section Application 13578, filed by St. L.-S. F. Ry. 


January 23—Phoenix, Ariz.—Examiners ee and Walsh: 
17000—Rate Strueture Investigation, Part 10, Hay. 
16502—Board of Railroad Commissioners of State of South Dakota 
vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 
19222—Wichita Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & S. Rat & al, 
12244—Corporation Commission of Oklahoma vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
Fourth Section Application 13040—Hay from S. D. 


January 23—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
20735—General Alloys Co. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 
20790—National Knitted Outerwear Assn. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 
16808—Union Smelting & Refining Co. et al. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
20396—Charles Dreifus Co. et al. vs. i. %. R. et al. 


January 24—Argument at Washington, D. 
20665—United Paperboard:Co., Inc., vs. Be & A R. R. et al. 
20828—Lebanon Steel & Foundry vs. Penna. R. et al. 
20487 (and Sub. 1)—Menominee Chamber of Comimerce on behalf of 
Northern Hardware & Supply Co. vs. C. . W. Ry. et al. 
aria | 24—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Disque: 
. & S. 3216—Agricultural Implements from La Porte, Ind., to Texas 
* Gulf ports, for export. 


January 24—San Francisco, Calif—Examiner Davis: 
Finance. No. 7130—Application Turlock & Eastern Ry. for authority 
oe Spnetreet a line of railroad in Stanislaus and Merced counties, 
January 24—Washington, D. 
17212—Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
18697—Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
(further hearing, with respect to issues of reparation). 
Conners | 25—Duluth, Minn.—Examiner Maidens: 


3204—Scrap iron or scrap steel stopped in transit for pur- 
. Minneapolis Minnesota 





between 


C.—Examiner Taylor: 


pose of handling, sorting and storing at 
Transfer and St. Paul, Minn. 


ey 25—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Examiner Griffin: 
1.&S : . 3175—Routing of export grain from Oklahoma to Louisiana 
por 8. 


January 25—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
16383—Adams-Bank Lumber Co. et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
16383, Sub. 2—Adams-Bank Lumber Co. et al. vs. A. & R. R. et al. 
I. &. Ss. a ene from S. E. territory to Northern and West- 

rn poin 
I. & S. 2479—Lumber and forest products between Southern points 
d destinations in Virgiinia. 
18830—Muscle Shoals Traffic Bureau for Florence Lumber Co. et al. 
16383, Sub; #-Sourhers Bh A 1. 
,» Su —Southern Pine Assn. et al. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 

January 28—Green Bay, Wis.—Examiner Maidens: 

as ry Bay, Association of Commerce et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
y. eta 


January 28—Los Angeles, Calif.—Examiners ba t nd Walsh: 
17000--Rate Structure Investigation, Part 10, — 


no a a  S Railroad Commissioners of Siete of South Dakota 


Cc. & N. Ry. et al. 


19222 Wichita yt 8 of Commerce et al. vs. ay & S. Ry. et al. 
12244—Corporation Commission of Oklahoma vs. 
Fourth Section Application 13040—Hay from S. Db. 


- & S. Ry. et al. 



















WASHINGTON, D. C. 
When in Washington, Eat Well Seasoned, Home Cooked Food at 


THE AVENUE CROWN 


Across the Street from J. C. C. BLDG. 
wee | lee 1727 Penna. Avenue N. W. 
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THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORPORATION 


WASHINGTON CHICAGO 
MILLS BUILDING 


Phone, Main 3840 Telephone State 8635 


“TRAFFIC WORLD 


418-430 &. MARKET S&T. 





“Right Way to Ship’ 


SINCE 1898 


When any company reaches the 
point where it is perfectly satis- 
fied with its product, it has also 
reached that point from which 
its days are numbered. 


It is one of nature’s fundamental 
laws that you must either pro- 
gress or retrograde. You cannot 
stand still. 


For thirty years this Company 
has constantly widened the scope 
and improved the efficiency of its 
Service. It is this same policy 
continued today as here-to-fore, 
that makes UNIVERSAL 
TRANSCONTINENTAL 
FREIGHT SERVICE an 
acknowledged leader in its par- 


ticular field of transportation. 


FREIGHT SERVICE 


Operated by 
UNIVERSAL 


CARLOADING & DISTRIBUTING CO. 


Offices in All Principal Cities 


Consolidators of machinery, merchandise, automo- 


bile parts, etc., for more than 30 years 
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a Season’s Greeting 4 


HESE joyous winter holidays, richly endowed with the spirit of glad 





tidings, gratitude and good will, portray for us all, the close of 
another year. The world today looks forward to the turning of the 


next page, heralding the advent of new opportunities. 


And so with the “Chain of Tidewater Terminals,” it has passed another 
milestone of its career in serving great numbers to the best of its abil- 
ity, and is now on the threshold of new and greater opportunities for 


broader achievement in its chosen field. 


For the privileges we have had of serving an ever-increasing number of 


citizens of this great country, we are duly and sincerely appreciative. 


To one and all, we take this means of extending our sincere best wishes 
for a most happy and prosperous New Year, with the = that we may inc 


continue to render a truly helpful service. 
—HARVEY C. MILLER, President 


a NE 


BOSTON TIDEWATER TERMINAL, Inc. NORFOLK TIDEWATER TERMINALS, Inc. 
J. M. HOFFMAN, V. P. & Gen’l Mgr. J. A. Moore, Manager 
666 Summer Street, Boston, Mass. Norfolk, Va. 
ATLANTIC TIDEWATER TERMINALS , KEYSTONE WAREHOUSE COMPANY 
‘ G. W. Green, V. P. & Gen’l Mgr. W. J. Bishop, Gen’l Mgr. 
17 State Street, New York Seneca & Hamburg Sts., Buffalo, N.Y. 
PHILADELPHIA TIDEWATER TERMINAL MERCHANTS WAREHOUSE COMPANY 
G. M. Richardson, Gen’! Mgr. & Treas. Snowden Henry, Sup’t 
10 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia 10 Chestnut St., Philadelphia 


Richard D. Jones, Western Traffic Mgr. 
1646 Transportation Bldg. - Chicago 


and ALLIED INLAND WAREHOUSES _ 


HARVEY C.MILLER President 
1 W.B.MCKINNEY Secretary &Treasurer 
funabiaest ait COMMERCIAL TRUST BLDG. PHILA. PA. We 4 gens 
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The Bett Railway Company 
of Chicago 


That portion of the Chicago Switching Dis- 
trict directly served by The Belt Railway 
Company of Chicago 1s rapidly becoming 
industrially oT 


Charaiien of B. R. C. Service 


All traffic safely and expeditiously 
- handled 


Readily accessible desirable 
industrial locations 


We welcome opportunity to submit a survey of desirable 
industrial locations served by 


THE BELT RAILWAY COMPANY OF CHICAGO 


INDUSTRIAL DEPARTMENT 
Phones Harrison 3689-3690. DEARBORN STATION, CHICAGO, ILL. 
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SAN FRAN 
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YOUR FREIGHT 


Receives Careful Handling and Prompt Shipment 
via the 














|| Great Northern Railway 


From and to St. Paul, Minneapolis, Duluth, Superior, 

Sioux City, Winnipeg, Billings, Butte, Spokane, Seattle, 

Tacoma, Portland and intermediate points—with 

through daily merchandise cars to Pacific Northwest 
and intermediate points. 


Serving the Northwest with a Dependable 
Passenger Service Including the 


Luxurious—Faster Time—No Extra Fare 


Oriental Simited 


Between Seattle and Chicago Without Change of Cars 


H. H. Brown M. J. Costello A. J. Dickinson 
General Traffic Manager Western Traffic Manager Passenger Traffic Manager 
St. Paul, Minn. Seattle, Wash. St. Paul, Minn. 

H. G. Dow T. J. Shea 
Eastern Traffic Manager Asst. General Freight Agent 
New York City 105 W. Adams St., Room 620, = 


Chicago, IIL. 
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NORFOLK 4° WESTERN 
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A Happy Thought 
Throughout the Year 


HRISTMAS has come and gone, but like a 
i song, the melody lingers on. The Yuletide 
Spirit need not end with Christmas Day. Nor 
does it in this case, 





The Norfolk and Western Railway feels that 
the past twelve months have brought success 
and prosperity to its patrons and friends and 
hopes that the new year promises even greater 
progress. For its part, the railway renews its 
pledge to devote every effort toward the further 
improvement of its service and the maintenance 
of those harmonious relations between shipper 
and carrier that have made recent years eventful 


and happy. 


NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY 
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Convenient 
Warehouse 


LACKAWANNA’S 
NEW TERMINAL 


















OCATED in the heart- of the World’s greatest markets, the Hoboken 

Jersey City Warehouse Terminal on the Lackawanna Railroad adjacent 
to ferries, trans-Atlantic piers, highways and Holland Vehicular Tunnel—in 
the Port of New York, is a vital service institution to manufacturers and 
distributors of goods and to every consumer in the United States. This huge, 
most modern warehouse is now under construction and will be ready for 
service November, 1929. It is the largest terminal warehouse of its kind on 
the Atlantic Seaboard. 


A warehouse and freight station so conveniently located with rail and 
water facilities permits strategic transit storage and the delivery of goods to 
nearby consuming centers by reliable freight and water transportation, or by 
motor truck serving the nearby Greater New York markets. 


The service and facilities of this new modern warehouse will lower the | 
expense of the distribution of goods, regulate supply to demand and provide 
the maximum of service at a minimum cost. It is another strong link added 
to the chain of Lackawanna service. 


Write or inquire of any Lackawanna Agent regarding Warehouse Space 


LACKAWANNA 
RAILROAD 








The Pioneer 
in Fast Through Lackawanna 
Merchandise Service Ra ilroad 
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is in the dawn 


® DETROIT 
Majestic Bldg. 
@ HAVANA 
Manzana de Gomez 
yj01}88ue] o1yIp” 
ATUAALNOKW & 
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Hippodrome Bldg. 
Boston Bldg. 
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‘@® CLEVELAND 
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Wishing You 
A HAPPY and PROSPEROUS 
NEW YEAR 


E have. received much from our 

patrons during the past year. The 

business with which you have favored our 

lines is sincerely appreciated ; the good will 

accompanying it even more so. It shall be 
our end and aim to deserve it. 
Happy New Year! 


Southern Pacific Lines 
Officers and Staff 


@® CHICAGO—FREIGHT DEPT. 
Southern Pacific Bldg. 

® CHICAGO PASSENGER 
DEPT., 33 West Jackson 
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Ellicott Square Bldg. 
@ CINCINNATI . 
Dixie.Terminal 
‘+8 Ulex YNOg IPF 
ALIO ANVT LIVS @ 
“*SPId WAX 
HDSUNASLLIld ®& 


@ BUFFALO 


Woodward Bidg. 
® BOSTON 
Old South Bldg. 
"Spi Uud,I[1eD 
SINOT “Ls @ 
‘Wg UOTUN PIE 
FILLVAS ® 
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@ BIRMINGHAM 
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SOUTHERN PAciFic LINES 


209 Morris Bldg. 
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